THE 


FUNERAL 


OF THE 


M A 5S 


OR, | 
The MASS deadand buried, 


without hops of Relurrection.,, | 


+\ 
F221 "Py Fe i#- 6 


en S | 


A— 


Tranſlated out of Erin 


The Second Edition. 


LOND 0 N, 


Printed by T. H. for Andrew Clark,, and are | 
to be cold by Randal Taylor at the Sign of * 
the Cow) in Little Britain, 167 7. 


 —————_ 


To the Right Henonrble: 
The EARL 
OF: 
SHAFTESBURY, 
Lord High Chancellour 
QF 
ENGLAND, &c. 


My Lord. 
L Could nor with-ut inju- 
« ſtice, have dedicated this 
Book to any. but yo ir. Lord- 


A..3 ſhip, 


[ 
| 


\'s 
» 


a—_ nun coder 


The Fpiſtle Dedicatory. 
{hip becauſe, as there 15 no 


perſon to whom I am (> much 


obliged, fo there is no mem- 
ber of either Houle of Parli- 
ament that hath ſo treely and 
generoun'lly owned the Protc- 
ſtant intereſt. As for my ob- 
ligations to your Lordihip, be- 
cauſe they are too great to be 


expreſt, it is my duty to take: 


all occa'ions of expreſſing my 


chankfulnels for them, and 


therefore I take this oval 10n 
to proclaim my thankfulneſs to 
the World, As for your 
Lordſhips late owning the Pro- 
teſtant intereſt in the Houle of 
Peers, 1t was ſo eminent, and 
accompanied with ſuch zealand 
courage, that C next under God 
and 


The Fpiſtle Dedicatory. 
and the King ) your Lordſhip 
may deſervedly be ſtiled the 
chief afſerter and promoter of 
It. and conſequently the aſler- 
ter and promoter of the in- 
tereſt of England. For the in- 
tereſt of the Proteſtant Rel1- 
ojon, and the intereſt- of this 
Kingdom, are ſo interwoven, 
that the welfare or ruine of 
either, is the welfare or rui e 
of both. Now being obli- 
ged by your Lordlhip, both 
as an 'Engliſh Proteſtant, and 
alſo more particularly in my 
private capacity, I befeech 
God to grant that your life 
may be long and proſperous, 
your memory and poſterity 
honourable, as long as the 
A 4 Sur! 
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Sun and Moon ſhall endure, 

' and your ſoul and body eter- 

; nally happy when time ſhall 
be no more. To this Pray- fp 
er I ſhall only add, that I 
am unfeignedly, 


| 


{ 


gÞ 

My Lord, W 7 
Your Loxdfhips, : 
Moſt affeQtionate honourer, . 
and moſt- humble Servant, n 

| 


S, A. w 
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The PREFACE. 


1] 3 He Author of this Piece was 

one Monſieur de Rodon, Phi- | 
loſophy Profeſlor inthe Roys= 

al Colledge at Niſzesy a City of Lam 
guedoc 1m France, where it was writ- 
ten, But as ſoon as it was Printed, 
It was ſuppreſt by the command of 
Authority, prohibicing all perſons to 
keep any of them, upon I know not 
what ſevere penalties, and ſuchCopies 
as could be found, were publickly 
burnt by the Hangman, about 1660... 
whereupon the poor Gentleman, for 
fear of being condemned to keep com» 
pany with his Books, was forced to 
ily to Gerenazwhere he not long after 
died. Theſe ſeverities of our Adver- 
faries bring to my remembrance what 
a learned and ingenious Frenchman 
once told me, vis. that this ſmall 
Tra&t hath more netled their. Party 
then. 
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then any one Piece that ever was ex- 
rant in France ſince the Reformation 


of Religion there. Whether that beſſ 


a miſtake, I know not, but this I dare 
affirm, that though many famous men 
of that Kingdom haves: in the memo- 
ry of this Age, written very ſmartly 
againſt the Komifh herefies, yet there 
1s not one of them whoſe perſon and 
writings have had ſuch hard meaſure. 
Whence it appears that our Author 
(his very enemies being judges) hath 


made good what he undertook, vis 


he hath deſtroyed that great Dzans 
the Maſs, and hath alſo, by way of 
preventicn, 'deſtroyed all the Argu- 
ments made uſe of by the Komiſh Dao- 
Ctors for the reſtoring and re-eſtabliſh- 
ing of her : which he hath fo well 
performed, that to this very day, not 
one of them hath dired fo much as 


| toattempt to revive her,by anſwering 


his Buok 3 ſo that here you may ſee 
her laid 1n her grave, without hope 
of. reſurretion 3 and. therefore the 
Book 


DC 


Ns 


10n 
be 


are 
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Book may very fitly be termed, The 
uneral of the Maſs3 and conlequent- 
ly the Funeral of Romifſh hereftes and 
idolatries, as the Author well ob- 
ſerves. For the truth is the Maſs and 
he Romiſh Religion are almoſt con- 
ertible terms, fo that if the former be 
d:ltroyed, the latter muſt vaniſh 1n- 
to1sfirſt nothing, and therefore our 
Author having deſtroyed: the Mals, 
hath deſtroyed the thing called 'Po- 
pery too. As for the monſtrous ab- 
ſurdities and blaſphemies which flow 
from this one ARomiſh dodrine of the 
ſacrifice of the Mals, they would fill 
whole volumes 3 bur I ſhall content 
my (elf to ſay that the Maſs conſiſts 


Rof moregroſs and abominable Super- 


ſtitions, Phanaticiſms, and [dolatries 
then ever have been believed or praCti- 
led by the moſt igorant Pagans, What 
the tenets of the Romaniſts are, and. 
what their pr xtices have been in refe- 
rence to Proteſtant Magiſtrates and 
People, wotul and ſad experience hath 
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ſufficiently taught the World. T hall 
only add, that they are as pernicious 
to-our bodies, andeſtates astheir he: 
retical DoCtrines, and 1dolatrous Ser- 
vices are to our Souls. And conſe- 
quently to introduce Popery into this 
Kingdome would be an aCtas unpoli- 
tick as Anti-chriſtian;as hath been de- 
monſtrated in that incomparable piece 
entituled, The eſtabliſhed Religion in op: 
poſition to Popery, But becauſe (I 
kno.v not by what ſtrange infatuation 
or enchantment, or rather by what 
wonderful judgment of God ) this 


monſtrous, abſurd, ard deſtructive 


(ſ{hall F'call it? ) Religion prevails a 


monglts us, I' thought good to Engliſh 


and Print this ſmall Treatiſe, as the 
beſt Antidote againſt Popery ( the 


Holy Scripture excepted ) that ever: 


I read; andfor ought I kno v, itisnot 
inferior tothe beſt of this kind, that 
ever was yet extant : to which opint- 
on the harſh uſageit hath had from our 


; Adverſarics,as aforeſaid,doth ccrtain- 


ly 
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1a giveno ſma]l Teſtimony.But I know 
ous that the holy Scriptureit ſelf cannot 
he. ſprofic except God be pleaſed to give 
er-bisblefling, much leſs can this Book 5 
ſe. ſand theretore, I earneſtly beſeech him 
kieffithat he would make ir profperous ard 
lie ucceſsful tor the good of Soulsz and 
Je if any ſhall receive benefit by it, I de- 
cefifire them togive him all the glory,and 
1p-ſ{then I (hall think my ſelf irfinitely re- 
compenſed for my painC in trantlating” 
if, 
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The Contents of the Chapters. 


I, '$ 


Oncerning the Expoſition of theſe word, 
This is my Body, 


2, Concerning the Expoſition of theſe words, Nc 
that cateth my fle{h, and drinketh my 
bloud hath ctcrnal lite, 
indecd, @c. 


My ficth is meat 
Chap. III, 


3. Againſt Tranſubſtantiation, 


Chap. IV. 


4. Againſt the real preſence of Chriſts Bodyin 
the Hoſt or conſecrated Wafer, 


' Chap. V. 


5. Againſt the adoration or worſhiping of the, 


Hoſt. 


Chap. VI. 


6. Againſt the taking away of the cup, 
Ch 


-. Azainft the Maſs. 


Chap. VII. 


3. Containing anſwers to the objefions of the 
Romiſh DoGors, _ 
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CHAP. 


Ccncerning the Expoſi:ion of theſe 
words, This is my Body. 


@BY He Romanitſts are wont to tell 
us, that theſe words of Je- 
Y ſus Chriſt, This is my Body, 
| arc ſo clear to prove the Re- 
Terra al Preſence of Chrifts Body 
In the Hoſt, and conſequently to prove 
Tranſubſtantiation (or the ſubſtantial con- 
verſion of the Bread into Chriſts Body) tnat 
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they are amazed we cannot perceive fo mani 
ict a truth. Againſt which I form this Argy 
ment : He that ſpeaks contrary to the uſageo 
all theWorld.and takes words otherwiſe than 
all other men do, muft without doubt; ſpeak 
very obſcure : But it Jeſus Chriſt by thele 
words, This is my Body, had meant the real 
preſence of his Body in the Hoſt (as the Re 
miſh Do@ors aſſert) and conſequently had 
meant the ſubſtantial converſion of the Bread 
into his Body, he had ſpoken contrary to the 
common uſage of all the World, and hath tx Je 
ken the words otherwiſe than all other mea"? 
do,which I thus prove. There was never anj 
Author cither ſacred,or prophane, that made 
uſe of ſuch words as theſe, This is my Body, to 
ſignitie the ſubſtantial converſion of one 
thing into another 3 or to ſignife the real 
preſence of a thing immediately after the pro 
nouncing of them, and not before. On the 
contrary, there was never any man that did 
not uſe them to ſignitie, that the thing was 
already that which it was ſaid to be. For 
example When God the Father, ſpeaking 
of Jeſus Chriſt, ſaid, This is my beloved Sot 
it is certain that Jeſus Chriſt was the Son df 
God before God ſaid it : and in common 
uſage it is never (aid this is that, except the 


thing, be ſo before it is ſaid to be ſo, For cx" 
ample » 


Or the Miſs dead and buried. 3 


ample 3 We do not ſay this #4 a Table, before 
M0 that, which we mean by the word this, be a 
offs Lable. Therctore it is contrary to the com- 
1-80 ſtile of all Authors.as well ſacred as pro- 
-a{ phanc, and contrary to the common uſage of 
{all men,to make theſe words of Jeſus Chriſt, 
real 75s is my Body, to ſignihe the ſubſtantial con- 
2 off verſion of the Bread into Chriſts Body, and 
24 the rcal preſence of his Body in the Hoſt im- 
eadſ ncdiately after the pronouncing, of them by 
tbe the Prieſt, and not before, Sceing then that 
ea Jeſus Chriſt, when he ſaid,This is my Body, did 
nenlld not ſpeak contrary to the common uſage of 
anj all the World, and did not take the words 
ade otherwiſe than all other mendo,it ncceſlarily 
 tofl follows that theſe words of Jeſus Chritt,This 
ol s my Body, donot fignihe the ſubſtantial con- 
reaſ08 vcrtion of the Bread int Chritts Body, nor 
xce{*0ic real preſence of Chriſts Body in the Hoft 
che Immediately after the Prieſt hath pronoun- 
did] ££d them,and not before. And this being fo, 
the Romiſh Doors muſt ſcek ſome other 
paſſages of Scripture, than this, This #s my 
Body, to prove ſuch a converſion, and ſuch a 
preſence 3 and ſeeing they can find none, I 
conclude that ſuch a converſion, and ſuch a 
preſence, have no foundation in holy Scrip- 
ture, | 
2, That which I have ſaid concerning 
B 2 COIn- 
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common uſage 1s founded on this reafon, 
viz. becauſe things muſt be before there can 
be any Image, Picture, or Repreſentation of 
them, and conſequently Images are after 
the things, whereof they are Images : But 
words are the Images of conceptions, and 
conceptions the Images of things : Therc- 


fore things are ſuch before we can really con- 
*ceive them to be ſuch,and we conceive them 


to be ſuch, before we can ſay they are ſuch, 
Therctore that which Jeſus Chriſt held,and 


gave to his Diſciples, expreſſed by the word 


this, was his body, bcfore he conceived that 
it was his body, and he conceived that it 
was his body, betore he ſaid This is my Body; 
and conſequently it is not by vertue of theſe 
words, This is my Body, that that which Je 
{us Chrift gave tohis Diſciples.cxpreſſed by 
the word this, was his Body 3 but rather it is 
by bletTing the bread, or thankſgiving, that 
the bread was made the Body of Chritt, be- 
cauſe it was made the Sacrament of it. 
VWhence it follows that theſe words, this is 
my body, muſt be expounded thus, this bread 
is my body , and theſe words, this bread 1: 
my body, muſt be expounded thus, this bread 
#s the Sacrament of my-body ; which I prove 
thus : 

3. APropoſition mnſt be expounded ac- 
cording 
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cording to the nature of the thing in queſti- 
on 3 for examplc, It a man, pointing at the 
of MW Kings Perſon, ſhould ſay, this is the King, the 
ter Ml Propoſition muſt be expounded thus, zhis is 
But WM te Kings Perſon, becauſe the Kings Perſon is 
ind WW meant : But_if a man coming into a Painters 
re- MW Shop, and pointing at the Kings Picture, 
on- l fhould ſay, this is the King, the Propolition 
em}W muſt be expounded thus, this is the Kings 
ch. Pickure 5 becauſe here his Picture is meant. 
nd WW Even ſo if Jeſus Chriſt laying his hand on his 
ord MW Breaſt, had ſaid this is my Body, we mult 
hat without doubt have und erftood the Propofi- 
t it MW tion concerning his real Body, and not con- 
dy; cerning the Sign,or Sacrament of it 3 becauſe 
eſe his very Body had been then meant; and not 
Je-W the fign or Sacrament of it : But Jeſus Chritt, 
| by being about to inſtitute the Eucharitt, and to 
t is} that end, having taken bread, blefled it and gi- 
hat vcn it to his Diſciples with theſe words, Take, 
be-W eat,this is my Body,it is cvident that they mult 
it. be underſtood of the Sacrament of his Body, 
5 1} and the Propofition muſt be expounded thus, 
ead ſy this is the Sacrament of my Body, becauſe here 
{ i; the Sacrament of his Body is meant. And fec- 
ead FF ng a Sacrament ts a viſible tign of an invitible 
ove grace.as the Council of Trent ſaith,in its fixth 
Silion,it is evident that this Propolition,This 
4 my Body,Bcing expoundcd by this,thjs ; the 

B:3- Sacra-- 
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Sacrament of my Body,may be expounded thus, 
=_ is tbe ſign of my Body ; which I confirm 
thus : 

4. In theſe two Propoſitions, This is my be- 
dy, This cup is the New Teftament in my blood, 
the word | - ]muft be taken in the ſame ſenſe, 
becauſe they are alike, having been pronoun- 
ccd upon the ſame matter, viz. the one upon 
one part of the Sacrament,and the other upon 
the other part of it 3 and becauſe of like things 
we mult give a like judgment, But in this (7 


Propoſition,this cup is the New Teſtament, the of 
word | is] is not taken for a rcal and tran-W" 
ſubltanciated being 3 but for a ſacramental th 
and figmiticative being : becauſe neither the 
cup.nor that which is in the cup, is changed : 


into a Teitamcnt 3 neither is it really and | 
properly a Teſtament , but the Sacrament =? 
of the New Tecftanient. Thercfore in this 4 
Propoſition likewiſe, this s my body, the? 
word |} is not taken for a real and tran- 
ſubſtantiated being 3 but for a ſacramental 


and fipnihcative bcing : and conſequently as - 
this Propoſition. this cup is the New Teſtament, | © 
mult be expounded thus 3 the Wine that 1s fi 


in the cup is the ſign and Sacrament of the 
New Teltament : So this Propoſition, this % 
my body,nuſt be expounded thus, this Bread + 


is the Sign and Sacrament of my Body. 
Whence 
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hence it follows that in one fingle Propo-- 
tion of Jeſus Chriſt in the inſtitution ot 
he Sacrament of the Euchariſt, viz. this cap 
ir the New Teſtament, there are two hgurcs, 
ve in the word Exp, being taken for thac 
hich is in the cup3 this is a hgure called a 
Metonymie, whereby the thing containing is 
taken for the thing contained. The other 
Figure is, that the cup is called the New Te- 
N25 ſtament : this is alſoa Figure called a Met o- 
his Maymie, whereby the fignis called by the name 
the of the thing fignified, And therefore the Ro- 
miſhh Do&ors are miſtaken when they tell us _ 
that all that Jeſus Chriſt ſaid when he inſti- 
he Mfvted the Euchariſt, mult be taken literally, 
and without a figure. But withal we mutt 
mot imagine that Jeſus Chritt ſpake obſcure- 
ly, becauſe he ſpake 6guratively, theſe fi- 
bis Wl gures and-manners of ſpecch,being common- 
he !y and familiarly uſed by all the World. 

5. But when we ſay that theſe words,this 


al is my body.this is my blood, muſt be expound- 
25s <{thus, this Bread is the Sign and Sacrament 
Mt, of my Body, this Wine is the Sign and Sa- 


is | cTament of my Blood, we do not mean that 
he ("he Bread and Wine are barely and ſimply 
lipns of Chrifts Body and Blood 3 but we 


s believe that the Bread and Wine in the Eu- 
y, chariſt are ſigns that do exhibit the bedy 


B 4 and 
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and blood of Chriſt tobelievers : For when 
they do, by the mouth of the body receive the 
Bread and Wine of the Euchariſt, they do at 
the ſame trme, by the mouth of the ſoul, viz. 
by Faith, receive the Body of Chriſt bro- 
ken, and his Blood ſhed for the remiſhon of 
their fins, as will be proved in the next Cha- 
ptcr. | 2 
6. Add hercunto this one Argument : 


When a man faith that a thing is ſuch, if it 


be not ſuch, during the whole time, which 
he imploys in ſaying it is ſuch, he makes a 
falſe Propoſition. For example, When a man 
{aith that a Wallis white, if it be not white, 
during the whole time he imploys in ſaying 
it is white, he makes a falſe Propoſition. But 
(according tothe Remiſh Doctors) when Je- 
ſus Chritft ſaid, this 7s my body, it was not 
his body during the whole .time which he 


 imployed in ſaying zhis is my body 3, for. they 


ſay, it was his body afterward only : *There- 
fore,according to the Romiſh Dodtors, Jeſus 


. Chriſt uttered a falſe Propoſition : which be- 


ing blaſphemous to afirm,we mult lay down 
this for a foundation, that that which Jeſus 
Chriſt gave his Diſciples when he (aid, this is 
my body, was his body, not only after he had 
ſaid itzvut alſo while he was ſaying it,and bc- 
forc he ſaid it. And here we bave this advan- 

tage 
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tage of thoſe of the Romiſh Church, that we 


belicve the truth of theſe words of Jeſiis 
Ciriit, this is my body, much better then they 
do 3 becauſe they believe it at one time only, 
iz, after he had ſaid it: but we believe it at 
thrce ſeveral times, viz. before he ſaid it, 
when he was ſaying it, and aftcr he had ſaid 
it. But here ſome may object that we mult 
not take the words of our Lord in too rigo-- 
rous a ſenſe, and that in theſe words, this is 
my body, we mult take the Preſent tcnle for 
the next Future, and then the ſenſe will be 
this, this will immediately be my body. To. 
which I anſwer.that the Romiſ Doctors wilt 
have us take theſe words, this is my bly, in 
the rigour of the literal ſ.nſe, and then the. 
Propofition is evidently talfe. F know that: 
the Preſent tenſe may be taken for the next. 
Future, as when Jeſus Chriſt ſaid, Tgo tomy. 
Father,and to your Father \ T goto my God, and” 
to yoar God : that is, I ſhall go ſpeedily. But: 
whocan be ſo bold and ignorant'as to athrm. 
that this ſpecch is without a Figure, fſecing,: 
all Grammarians know that it is a Figure. 
called Enallage of time ? Thecrctore the Re- 
m:h Doctors mult conte(s, that by their own: 
doctrine this Propoſition of Jeſus Chriſt, 
*Vis is mybody,is Cither falſe or hgurativez and: 
taat (celng it is not.talſe, it mult be. figoras- 
B 5. tive, 
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tive, and that the figure muſt bea Metonymic, 
whereby the ſign takes the name of the thing 
{ignihed (as hath already been proved) and 
not an Enallage of time. 


CHAP. II. 
Concerning the Expoſition of theſe words, 
He that eateth my fleſh, and drinketh my blood 


GC 


I. F'N this Chapter I ſhall prove that Jeſus 

Chriſt ſpeaks of a ſpiritual cating and 
drinking by Faith, and not of a corporcal cat- 
ing and drinking by the mouth of the body. 
My firtt Argument is this : When a man 
would fſatishe his hunger, and quench his 
thirſt, he eateth, and drinketh that thing, 
which he hungers and thirſts after 3 becauſe 
eating fatisheth hunger, and drinking 
gnencheth thirſt : But it is by Faith, that is, 
by believing in Jeſus Chritt, that we ſatis- 
ke the hunger, and quench the thirſt which 
we have after Chriſt 3 for it is in the f1xth 
of St. John, He that cometh to me ſhall never 
brnger, «nd be that believeth in me ſhall roppt 
thirſt : 


hath cternal life.. My fleſh is meat indeed, 


4 
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thirſt : Therefore it is by Faith or by belic- 
ving, that we eat and drink Jeſus Chritt 3 


n 

ng and conſequently the eating of Chritis fleth, 
and drinking bis bloud ' foiriinat, and not 
corporal). 

I 2. My ſecond Argument is this :. Jeſus 


Chriſt ſaith, He that eateth my fleſh, and drink- 

eh my blood hath eternal life. And cxcept ye 

eat the fleſh of the Son of man and drink his bloud, 
ye have no life in you, John 6. But it is the 
od x (piritual cating and drinking by Faith that 
d, Il gives lite eternal, and not the corporal cat- 
WF ing and drinking by the mouth of the body; 

I becauſe many Reprobates ( according to the. 
us I very docrine of Rome it (elf ) do corporal- 
1d Ml !y.cat the fleſh, and drink the bloud of Chriſt 
t= © and yet ſhallnot inherit cternal life.. 
Yo 3. Thethird Argument is taken from S.. 
in I 4ugytine, and Cardinal Cajetan,, who ex- 
is © pound the words of Jeſus Chriſt as we do.. 
o, Wot. Augrutin in Book 3. of Chriſtian Dofirine,, 
fe I fpeaketh thus, To eat the fleſh of Chriſt is a fi-- 
g Were, teaching us to partake of Chriſts Paſſion, 
s, I #14 to imprint in our memories with delight and: 
5- WM proft, that Chriſt was crucified for us, . Card.. 
h I£ Cxjetan in his Commentary on St. Fobn 6.. 
h | faith, To eat the fleſh of Chriſt, and drink bis 
boud, is faith in Chriſts death, ſo that the ſenſe 
inbis,if you uſe not the death of the Son of man 


GE 
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as meat and drink, ye ſhall not have the life of 
the Spirit in you, And having {ufhciently pro- 
ved his Expoſition, he adds: Toeat and drink Wn: 
the Sacrament is a thing common, as well to 
thoſe that eat unworthily, as to thoſe that eat 
worthily ; but that which Jeſus Chriſt here 
ſpeaks of. is not common to both, for he ſaith, he 
that eateth my fleſh, and drinketh my hloud, 
hath eternal life , he ſaith not he that eateth I 1 
worthily and drinketh worthily, but he that eat- ta 
eth and drinketh, Whence it clearly appears, I» 
that according to the Letter, he ſpeaks not 
of cating, and drinking the Sacrament of the 
Euchariſt , but of cating and drinking the 
death of Jeſus Chriſt. 

4. Now that we may clearly underſtand Wt'; 
this doctrine, we muſt conſider, wherein the Wt? 
life which Jeſus Chriſt gives us, doth confitt ; £424 
for ſccing the fleſh of Jeſus Chriſt is meat to iro 
us, becauſe it gives us lite it is evident that fra 
if we know what life that is which Jeſus (or 
. Chriſt gives us, we muſt knew likewiſe how I ! 
Teſus Chriſt is meat to us, and conſcquently IJ ſai 
how we eat him. But to know what that rr 
life is which Jeſus Chriſt gives us, we muſt I H: 
conſider what that death is in which we were || £0 
involved , which is exprefſed by St. Par, Þþ }c! 
Epbeſc 2. in theſe words : When we are deas Ni! 
in fins aud treſpaſſes God bath quickned us toge- IN i 


ther 


Or the Maſi dead and buried. 13 


ther with Chriſt : by grace ye are ſaved \ and 
-anſequently the death in which we were 
nvolved, conſiſts in two things, firfi in the 
urſc of the Law, which imports the privati- 
"n of felicity, and the ſuffering of temporal 
and eternal puniſhment for our Sins: Sccond- 
Iyit contiſts in an habitual corruption,where- 
y fin raigns in us 3 and therefore it is ſaid 
1 Tim. 5. The widow that lives in pleaſure is 
dead while ſhe liveth. Alſo ſins are called dead 


Iworkr, Heb. 10, So that the life which Jeſus 


Chriſt hath purchaſed for us, conlifts in two 
things. Firſt, In deliverance from the curſe 
of the Law by the pardon of our fins, as St.. 
Parl tells us Colloſſc 2. God hath quickned you 
tgether with Chriſt, having forgiven you all 
trſpaſſes, blotting out the obligation that was 
agzinjſt us 3 Which obligation proceeded 
trom the Law, becauſe it did oblige all the 
tranſgreſſors of it te a curſe. Secondly, It 
conlitis in regeneration , or ſanctihcation , 
whercof Jeſus Chriſt ſpeaking in Fobn 3. 
laith, Except a man be born again he cannot en- 
ter into the Kingdom of God : and St, Paul, 
Heb. 12. Without holineſs no man ſhall ſce the 
Lord. Therefore (ceing that the lite which 
Jeſus Chrift hath purchaſed for us, conliits 
in the pardon of our fins, and in our rege- 
neration, and ſancihcation, which cnds in 
glort- 
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glorification 3 and that Jeſus Chriſt 1s called 
meat in reference to this life, we mult con- 
ſider the means, whereby Jeſus Chriſt hath 
purchaſed thefe things tor us 3: and ſceing it 
is certain, that his death is the means by 
which hc hath purchaſed pardon of tins, and 
regeneration, we muſt conclude that Jeſus 
Chriſt is the food and nouriſhment of our 
ſouls in regard of the merit of his death, 
But that Jeſus Chrift by his death hath pur- 

chaſed life for us, (that is juſtification,which I 
contiſts in the pardon of our fins, and rege- 
neration, which conſiſts in holineſs of lite) 
appears by theſe paſſages of Scripture 3 v2, 
IYe are juſtified by the blood of Chriſt, and re- 
conciled to God by his death. Rom. 5. We 
have redemption by his blood, even the remiſſion 
of fins, Epheſ. 1. He hath reconciled us in the 
body of his fleſh by his death, that he may preſent 
us holy, without fpot, and blameleſs in his ſight. 
Coll. 1. We are ſandified by the offering of the 
body of Feſus Chriſt once for all. Heb. 10. Chrift 
Izved the Church, and gave himſelf for it, that 
he might ſanfifie and cleanſe it with the waſh- 
ing of water by the word, that he might preſent 
it zento himſelf a glorious Church, &c.. Eph. 5. 
Therefore ſeeing Jeſus Chriſt hath purchaſed 
life for us by his death, and that his fleſh and 


blood-are our meat and drink (becauſe they. 
| | pury- 
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purchaſed life cternal for us on the Croſs,viz; 
the remiffion of our ſins, and (anfCtihcation, 
mding in glorification) it follows that the 
ation whereby Jeſus Chriſt is applicd to us 
for righteouſneſs and ſanCtifhcation, 15 the 
ſame by which we eat the fleſh of Chriſt, 
and drink his blood. But this action 1s no- 
thing elſe but Faith, as the Scripture tells 
us: Being juſtified by faith we have peace with 


- (God. Rom. 5. God purifies our bearts by faith. 
IAQ. 15. He that believeth hath eternal life. 


Joh. 6. From what hath been faid I form 
this Argument. That Action whereby we 
obtain remiſſion of tins, and fanctihcation, 
ending in glorification, is the ſame, whereby 
we have that life, which Jeſus Chriſt hath pur- 


Wechaſed for us by his death 3 becauſe that life 


principally conſifis in the remifſion of fins, 


ſend ſanGification, as we have proved, But 
Wie ſpiritual cating, and drinking by faith, 


and not the corporal by the mouth, is that 
«tion, whereby we obtain remiſſion of 


Wins, and ſanRitication, as we have alſo pro- 


ed. Therefore the ſpiritual cating and 
dinking by faith is the ation, whereby we 
have that life, which Jeſus Chriſt hath pur- 
chaſed for us by his death, and not the cor- 
poral eating and drinking by the mouth. 


d conſequently ſeeing in St. John 6. a 
certain 
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certain eating and drinking 1s ſpoken of, 
whereby we have that lite which Jeſus 
Chriſt hath purchaſed for us by his death); 
it is evident that a ſpiritual cating and 
drinking is there ſpoken of, and not a cor- 
poral. 

5. From what hath been ſaid it appears, 
that when Jeſus Chriſt faith, my fleſh is meat 
indeed, &c. the figure falls upon the word 
meat,which is taken not for corporal but ſpi- 


ritual meat, Thereaſon whereof iszthat cor- i; 


poral tood is-that which is appointed for the 
nouriſhment of the body, as ſpiritual food 
is that which is appointed for the nouriſh- 


ment of the ſoul 3 fo that although corporal ſ.; 


tood be taken by the mouth of the body, yet 
that ouly doth not make it to be corporal iſ: 
food, cxcept it be taken for the nouriſhment 
of the body 3. otherwiſe poiſon, medicine, 2. 
bullet.&*c. which a man ſhould ſwallow would 
be corporal food > which is abſurd to affirm. 
but the flcſhof Chrift, which is pretended to 
beeaten in the Euchariſt by the mouth of the 
bodyzis not appointed for the nouriſhment of 
the bodyz-becaufe that food which is appoint- 
ed for the nouriſhment of the body is chan- 
gcd into the ſubttance of the body ; but the 
body of Chritt is not changed into the ſub- 
(tance of our bodys :. Theretore the bh « 
C 


EE mE_— 
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hriſt is not a corporal food, but his ficſh 
broken, and his blood ſhcd on the Croſs, 
55 a ſpiritual food which nouriſheth the ſouls 
nd Bf thoſe, who by a true and lively faith, 
2 Wo embrace this fleſh broken, and this blood 

d; that is, who do wholly reſt and rely 
15 Won the merit of his death and paſſion for 
*# Fcbtaining mercy from God. And certainly, 
leeing that the life which Jeſus Chritt gives 
FP” Ws by his death, is ſpixitual, that the nou- 
"= Fpilhment is ſpiritual , that the eating his 


& Body and drinking his Blood, is ſpiritual 
n as hath been proved ) it follows that his 
1 fleſh muſt be ſpiritual meat, and his blood 


(piritual drink. And this fleſh of Chriſt is 
Ircomparably better, and more truly meat 
indeed in regard of its effects , than cor- 
oral food can be > becauſe it doth better, 
F and more perfectly nouriſh the ſouls of Be- 
w) levers then corporal food doth their bodies 3 
i this being corruptible food which gives tem- 
10 Wroral lifegnly 3 but that ſpiritual and in- 
corruptible food which gives lite eternal. 

| 6.. I conclude this Chapter with this con- 
ot Bideration. When a doctrine is propoſcd 
4" hich is pretended to be divine, and that 
<0 paſſages of holy Scripture are alledged for 
the proof of it. if it oppoſcth, or ſeems to 
oppoſe ſenſe and reaſon, and to include con- 
tradition 3 
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traditions 3 and that a more ſuitable and 
rational ſenſe can be found out for thoſc 
paffages, ſo that all theſe inconveniences and 
contradictions may be avoidcd 3 there is 
nothing more juſt than that we ſhould em- 
brace that probable and rational ſenſe, and 
rejet that dodtrine which oppoſcth ſenſe 
and reaſon, and feems to imply contrad:- 
ions: But the doctrine of the real preſence 
. of the Manhood of Jeſus Chriſt in the Hol, 
and the tranſubſtantiation of the Bread into 
his Body, is repugnant to ſenſe and reaſon, 
and ſeems to include divers contradictions; 
(iz. that a humane body is in a point with- 
out any local extenſion, that a body may be 
tn divers places at one and the ſame time, 
that the Bread and Wine are changed into 
the Body and Blood of Chriſt, which were 
before; that accidents may be without a 
fubje&, &c.) And the paſſages that are im- 
pertinently alledged to prove ſuch a pre- 
ſence, and ſuch a change, have a ſenfe very 
commodious and rational, for the avoiding 
all thefe contradictions, as appears in this 
and the former Chapter, where I have y& 
Ty rationally expounded thoſe two paſſage 
which the Romiſh Doctors impertincnth 
make uſe of for this ſubje&t. Therefore 


they ought toembrace that commodious 2nd 
/ 
1a- 
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ational ſcnſe which we have given them 
ind to reje&t the doctrine of the real. pre- 
nd Wence of the body of Jeſus Chriſt in the 
> Whoſt, and the doqrine of Tranſubſtantia- 
10n. | 


nce CHAP. III 
nto Aegainft Tranſubſtantiation. 


1. PRanſubftantiation is the ſubſtantial 


the converſion of the Bread and Wine 
' be ſanto the Body and Blood of Chriſt, which 
me, 8 deſtroy by divers Arguments 3 the firſt 
nto Fyhereot is this: 


ere In cvery ſubſtantial converfion, that thing 
it 2 Wnto which another thing is converted, is al- 
IMm- Ways newly produced. For example, 
Dre- hen ſeed is converted into an animal, that 
cry Epnimal is newly produced 3 when Jeſus 
hriſt turned the water into wine, the wine 
vas newly produced) &c. But the Body and 
ood of Chrift cannot be newly produced 
the Sacrament df the Euchariſt : Therefore 
he Bread and Wine are not ſubſtantially 
ore Feonverted into the Body and Blood of Chriſt 
20d Fin the Sacrament of the Euchariſt, The 
ſecond 
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ſecond Propoſition, ziz. that the Body and 
Blood of Chriſt cannot be newly produced, 
I prove thus : That which is newly produ- 
ced receives 4 new being 3 bccaufe to pro- 
duce a thing, and to give it a being 1s one 
and the ſame: But the Body and Blood d 
Chriſt cannot receive a new being, which] 
prove thus: A man cannot receive that 
which he hath, while he hath it, and there 
fore he cannot reccive a bcing while he hath 
a being for as it 1s impoſſible to take away 
being trom that which hath no being; ſo itis 
impoilible to givea being to that which hath 
a being already: and as you cannot Kill 
dead man, ſo you cannot give lite to one that 
is living. But the Body and Blood of Chrifiſſ 
have, and always will havea being : There 
fore they cannot receive one, and conſe 
quently cannot be reproduced in the Ew 
chatilt., © 

2, My ſecond Argument 1s this, In eve 
ry ſubſtantial converſion, that thing which 
is converted into anothcr is dcetiroyed, Forſjn 
example, When the watcr was turned into 
wine, the water was deſtzoyed : But in the 
Sacrament of the Enchariſt the Bread andſſhi: 
VVine are not deſtroyed by the ConſccraN26 
tion which I prove thus : In the celebra-Þhe 
tion of the Euchariſt there is breaking, gt 
ving 
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ing, cating and drinking after the conſe- 
ration» as appears by the very practice of 
»du-Wur Adverſaries, who after conſecration, 
Wrcak the Hoſt, and divide it into three 


pro- 

one@arts, give nothing to the Communicants 
| Mut conſecrated Hoſts, and cat and drink 
ch1Fothing but what was conſecrated : But the 


Scripture ſaith , that in the celebration of 
he Euchariſt, Bread 1s broken, that Bread 
hath (pod Wine are given, and that Bread is caten 
ay and V Vine drank, as appears by theſe fol- 
 itisMowing paſſages. St. Paxl, 1 Cor. 10, faith, 
nath be bread which we break is it not the communion 
f the body of Chriſt ? and 1 Cor. 11. Saint 
latth, 26. St. Mark. 14. and St. Luk, 22. it 
Is faid that Feſus Chriſt took bread, brake it 
nd gaveit and St. Mark 14. and St. Matth. 
25. Jeſus Chriſt after he had participated of 
EuwſWthe Sacrament of the Eucharilt, faith, Iwell 
\ [rink no more of this fruit of the Vine : and 
I Cor, 11. As often as ye eat this bread and 
drink this cup. Let a man examine himſelf, 
- ſo let him eat of that bread and drink of 
that cup, 

3. Secondly, When Jekus Chriſt ſaid to 
andFhis Diſciples, Drink ye all of this, St. Matth. 
ccra4F26. that is, drink ye all of this cup, either 
-bra-Ye commanded to drink of a cup of VVine 


For of a cup of Blood : if he commanded 
them 
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them to drink of a cup of V Vine, then it 
follows that they drank nothing but Wine, 
becauſe it is certain that they obeyed Jeſu 
Chriſt; for it is ſaid St. Mark 14. that thy 
all drank of it. Or it he commanded then 
to drink of a cup of Blood, then it follows 
that the Wine was already changed into his 
Blood, becauſe it is not probable that Jeſ 
Chriſt ſaid to them, Drink ye all of thiscy 
of Blood, and yet that it was not a cup « 
Blood, but a cup of VVine. But when Je 
{us Chriſt ſaid, Drink ye all of this, he dif 
not ſpeak to them of a cup of Blood, for 
the VVine was not then converted inte}; 
Chriſt's Blood, becanſe ( according to outſi 
Adverſarics) it was not changed until Jell 
Chriſt had made an end of uttering thele 
following words, for this is my blood. Biff 
he uttered theſe words, Drink, ye all of this 
before he uttered thoſe, «for bi is my blood: 
becauſe a man muſt utter a Propoſition be 
torc he can give the reafon of it. 

4. Thirdly, VVhena thing is converted 
into another, we cannot ſee the effects and 
propertics of the thing'convertcd, but on 
of that into which it is converted. For Ex 
awple, When the ſeed is changed into at 
animal, we can fee no more the effects and 
properties of the {ced, but of the _ 

only 


_— — 
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oly ; and when Jeſus Chriſt turned the 
Vater into V Vine, the effects, propertics, 
ind accidents of the VVater wereno more 
Ween, but of the VVine only, &c. Put in 
he Euchariſt we cannot, aftcr the conſccra- 
"Wion, perceive the effects, propertics, ac- 
Kidcnts, or parts of the Body and Blood of 
hriſt ; but we ſce there all the effects, 
properties, and accidents of *Bread and 
ofVine : Therefore in the Euchariſt, the 
-Wrcad and VVine are not converted into the 
body and Blood of Chriſt, And the truth 
0s, if that which appears to be Bread, and 
Wath all the effects, accidents, and proper- 
Wics of Bread, be not Bread, but Chrilt's Bo- 
ly cloathed with the accidents of Bread 3 
hen it may likewiſe be ſaid that they that 
VEppear to be men, and have all the effccts, 
Wropertics, and accidents of men are not 
cn, but horſes cloathed with the accidents 
df men. | 
5. The fourth Argument is this. In cve- 
#7 lubſtantial converlion there mufft be a 
Pubjc& to paſs from one ſubſtance to ano- 
er for then it would be a Creation, 
hich is the fole ation that doth not pre- 
F'ppoſc a ſubje.But in the Sacrament ct the 
*Pchariſt, after the conſecration, there is no. 
"Fj<& 3 becauſe, according to our Advcr- 
{aries, 
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ſacries, there remains no ſubjeQ; for, 
they aſſert, the accidents of Bread and Wit 
remain without any ſubje& at all : Th 
tore in the Sacrament of the Eucharik the 
15 no ſubſtantial converſion. 

6. The fifth Argument 1s drawn fra 
hence, That Tranſubſiantiation deſtroys tl 
nature of accidents, thus. That doi 
* which aſſerts that accidents are not accident 
but ſubltances, deſtroys the nature and d 
{ence of accidents, becauſe it is impoſſib 
that an accident can be a ſubRance. But ti 
doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation aſſerts t 
accidents are not accidents, but that ti 
are ſubſtances, which I prove thus. Th 
dodqrine which aſſerts that accidents are nt 
inherent, but that they ſubſiſt of themſelve 
_ doth aſſert that accidents are not accident 
but that they are ſubſtances, becauſe inh8 
rent is the eſſential difference of an accidenl 
and ſubliſkence. But the doctrine of Traif 
ſubſtantiation aſſerts that accidents are n 
inhercnt , but that they ſubſit, which 
prove thus. That doctrine which affer 
that accidents may be without a ſubje 
doth aſſert that accidents are not inherent 
a ſubjc&, but that they ſubfiſt by then 
(clves : But the doctrine of Tranſubſianti 


tion aſſerts that accidents may be w__ 
ſubjc6 


Or the Maſi dead and buried. 25 


ubjet, viz. the accidents of Bread and 

ine without any ſubſtance, and without 
ny ſubject to go_ them 3: for by Tran- 
ubſtantiation the ſubſtance of the Bread and 
Vine is gone, and their accidents remain: 
herefore the doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation 
ſſerts that accidents are not inherent, but 
lo-ſublilt by themſelvs, and conſequently af- 
Werts that accidents are -not accidents, but 
ubſtances, and ſo deſtroys the nature and 
ence of accidents. But here it may be ſaid: 
hat actual inherence doth not conſtitute an 
ccident, but aptitudinal only. Againſt 
hich I form this Argument. V Vhatſoever 
MWoth-exiſt actually, either it exiſts in ſome- 
Ing clſe aQtually ſo, that it cannot be with- 
Wt it, which Philoſophers call actual inhe- 
ce, as walking : or elſe it cxifts in and 


nb} it felt aRtually, fo that it may be alone by 
iden {clft, which Philoſophers term aGual ex- 


Ince 3 the former of theſe conſtitutes an ac- 
dent, and the latter conſtitutes a ſubſtance. 
ut the accidents of the Bread and VVine, 
FFtcr conſecration, do cxilt actually : There- 
Wc they muſt exiſt either in ſomething clſe 

aually, or in themſelves actually. But 

& donot cxilt in and by themſelves actu- 

8'.for then they would ſubſilt by themſelves 
d be real ſublianccs, 'which is impoſſible : 
& Therefore 


NH 
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Therefore they exiit in ſomething elſe aQtr 
ally, wiz. in the ſubſtance of the Bread and 
_ VVine, and conſequently the ſubſtance 0 
the Bread and V Vine remains after the Cor 
ſecration, and ſo there can be no Tranſub 
{tantiation. 

7. The fixth Argument is drawn from 
this, That Tranſubltantion defiroys the na 
ture of Sacraments, becauſe every Sacrament 
15 2 vittb)» ſign of an inviſible grace, ast 


Council of Trent faith in Sefſ. 6. and even 


lign relates to the thing ſignified, ſo that we 
muſt ſpeak of ſigns and Sacraments, asd 
things rclating to ſomething elſe. But al 


relative things have, as it were, a doublif 


being, viz. an abſolute being which 1s tht 
natural being of the thing, and a relatin 


being whereby it rclates to ſomething ell 
For example, In a man that hath begotta,: 
a child, we conlider his abſolute and natural 


being as he is a man as others are , all 


his relative being, whereby he is a Fatha.. 


and is diltinguiſhed from other men thi 
have nochildren, and ſo are not Fathers, 
in the Sacrament of Baptiſm, the i1gn, 
the VVater, hath an abſolute and natural 
being, viz, its cold and moiſi ſubltancy 
whereby it is water as other waters are 4 


2 Iclative, ſacramental, and fignificative 
ng 


1 
F 
ra 
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ing, whereby it is the ſign and Sacrament 
of Chriſts Blood, 'and differs from other wa- 
Wtcrs that are not imployed for this ſacred uſe. 
Even ſo in the Sacrament of the Euchariſt, 
he Bread and V Vine, which are the ftgns, 
ave their natural and abſolute being, viz. 
heir ſubſtance whereby they are Bread and 
Vine, as other Bread and VVine, which 
e commonly uſe; and their relative, ſa- 
ramental, and fignihcative being, where- 
Wy they are the Sacrament and figns of the 
body and Blood of Chriſt,and differ from all 
ther Bread and V Vine that is not thus im- 
"Wloycd. To this I add, That it is impoſſible 
Þ :chtive being ſhould be without an abſo- 
ute, becauſe a relative cannot be without its 
oundation.For example,lIt is impoſſible to be 
'Þ rather without being a Man 3 to be <qual 
Prithout quantity, &c, And this being grant- 
d, I form my Argument thus, That which 
Wakes away the natural being from ſigns ad | 
acraments,deſtroys their nature and eſſence; 
xcauſe the relative and ſacramental being 
mot be without the abſolute and natural, 
S$ hath becn proved. But the doctrine of 
Lranſubſtantiation deſtroys the natural being 
the Bread and V Vine, whichare ſigns and 
cranicnts of Chriſts Body and Blood 3 for 
'D) tranſubſtantiation, the whole ſubllance 
C2 = 
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_-of the Bread and V Vine is deſtroyed : The 
fore the doctrine of Tranſubſiantiation & 
Proys the nature and eſicnce of Sacraments 

S. To this Argument our Adverſariglf 
anſwer, That in the Euchariſt the Bread an 
VVine are not ſigns, becauſe by the coul 
cration .thcy are deſtroyed as to their ful 
Rance:But ſome of them ſay that the ſignsar 
the accidents of the Bread and Wine 3 othaaff* 
Jay that the Body and Blood of Chriſt conf 
tained under the accidents of the Bread an 
VVine, arethe figns of the Body and Blog 
of Jcſus Chriſt crucified 3 Laſtly, others fa 
that neither the accidents of the Bread ani 
VVine only, nor the Body and Blood .c 
Chriſt only, but the Body and Blood « 
Chriſt, together with the accidents of th 
Bread and VVine, are the ſigns of the Bod 
and Blood of Telus Chriſt crucified : The 
fore {ccing the doctxine of Tranſubſtantiatia 
doth not deſtroy the natural being of Chrils 
Body and Blood, nor the natural being of tht 
accidents of the Bread and Vine they mall 
tain that the doEtrine of Tranſubſtantiatial 
doth not deliroy the nature and cence 
Sacraments. 

9. To chisIreply, That neither the acid 
dents of the Bread and V Vine only, nort 
Beody and Blood of Chriſt only, nor the ; 

| J 
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"henlMy and Blood of Chrift together with the' 
n deccidents of the Bread and V Vine, are the 
1entelirue ſigns of Jeſus Chritt crucihed 3 but the 
-(aris = and VVine- only , which -I prove 
us: 
ey Firſt, In Sacraments there ought to be an 
. ſMWnalogy and ſimilitude between the fign, and: 
nearM"c thing ſtgnthed, as our Adverſaries con- 
\thedcls; and particularly Card, Bellarmin, Book 
} conli8$+ of the' Sacrament; chap. 9. in theſe words. 
4 ante forth thing required in a Sacrament, is 
Blot the fign ſhould have ſome fimilitude and ana- 
rs (ry with the thing ſignified. And he quotes: il 
1 an{W- Auguſtine in Epiſt.2 3. to Boniface, ſpeaking: 'f 
od lus : If Sacraments had not ſome fimilitude of 
od oi! things whereof they are Sacraments they: 
f thlf0#!d be no Sacraments : But in the Sacraments: 
Pod! the Eucharift, neither the accidents of the ' 
"hernFcad and V Vine, nor the Body and Blood 
: ri" Sbriſt, whether jointly or {everally, have 
\brifgſÞeat fimilitude and analogy to the thing lig-: 
of thW1hed which is required, but only the Bread 
mai}9* Wine in ſubſtance 3 becauſe that which1s" 
: 1ticalÞ"!ncipally ſignified, and repreſented by the 
\ce oF8"S in the Sacrament of the Euchariſt, is: 
he nouriſhment of our ſouls in the hope of” 
;WF'<rnal life : for as Baptiſm is the Sacra- 
acent of ourRegenerationand ſpiritual birth, 
the Eucharilt is theSacrament of our ſpiri-- 
GC 3 cual 
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tual nouriſhment, as Card. Bellarmin con- 


feſleth in Book, 3. of the Euchariſt, chap. y, 
and in Book 4. chap. 19. he faith,zhat the Sa 
crament of the Euchariſt was ordained to preſeru 
ſpiritual life, which cannot be repreſented 
and ſigniticd, but by figns which can now 
riſh our bodies; for the analogy and fimils 
tude conſiſts in this, that as the figns have 
vertue to nouriſh our bodics for the preſer- 
vation of temporal lite 3 ſo the things fſignt- 
fed, have a vertuc to nouriſh our ſouls i 
the hope of eternal life, But, neither the ac 


cidents of the Bread and VVine. nor thel 


Body and Blood of Chriſt, whether {evcrally 
or jointly with thc accidents, cannouriſh our 
bodics, ( rouriſhment being, . eſſentially. the 
converſion of aliment into the ſubſtance ofa 
living body, ) and it is certain 'that neithe 
the accidents of Brcad ar.d V Vine, nor the 
Body and Flood of Chriſt, whether ſeparate: 
ly, or jointly with them, can bc converted 
into our ſubltance, but only thc tubltance of 
Brcad and VVinc. and othcr alimcnts which 
we take : Therefore ncithcr the accidents df 
the Bread and VVire, nor the Body and 
Blood of Chrilt, whethur feparately , 0! 
jointly wich them, arc the truc fignes 3 but 
thc Bread and V Vine only, which bcing the 
ordinaiy nouriſhment of our bodies, do te 
preſent 
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preſent to us the ſpiritual nouriſhment of 


our ſouls by the Body and Blood of Chriſt, 
received by Faith. 

10. Sccondly , The Council of Trent in 
Seſſion 13. commands that the Sacrament of 
the Eucharitt ſhall be adorcd with Latrze ; 
which according to our Adverſaries, 1s the 
ſovereign worthip due to God only. But 
the accidents of the Bread and Wine ought 
not to be adored , Becauſe they are crea- 
turcs, and that God only muft be adored : 
Therefore the accidents of the Bread and 
Wine are not the Sacrament of the Eu- 
charitt, 

Thirdly, ASacramecnt is a viſible fign of 
an inviſible grace, as the Council of Trcnz 
detines it in Seſſions 6, and 13+ But in the 
Bucharift the Body and Blood of Chriſt are 
not viable : Therefore, in the Euchariſt the 
body and blood of Chrift, are not the ligns, 

Lafily, I fay, that in every Sacrament the 
hen rclates to the thing figniticd 3 and Re- 
ation is always between two different 
things; becauſe nothing relates to it ſelf, 
and conſequently nothing can be both the 
lgn and thing fignitied. But the Body and 
Blood of Chritt are the things fignikied : 
Theretore the Body and Blood of Chriſt 
ae not the ligns. And it is to no purpoſe 
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to ſay that Jeſus Chriſt in the Maſs is the 
gn and figure of himſclf on the Croſs; 
for Jcſus Chriſt whereſocver he is, is one 
and the ſame ycſierday, to day , and for 
ever. And therefore Jeſus Chrilt not be- 
ing differerit from himſclt , cannot be rel: 
tive to himſelf, nor the ſign of himſclt, 
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Other.rcaſons which are uſually alledged 
2gainlt Tranſuvſtantiation will be more 
properly mentioned in the next Chapter, 
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Againſt the real preſence of Chriſts Body inthe 
Hoſt, or conſecrated Wafer, 


= «4g, = 


1. JPHE Romiſh Dodtors affirm , That W" 

immediately after the Pricit in the 
celebration of the Maſs, hath .pronounced 
theſe words , this is my body, the body of 
Chrift is really preſent in the Hoſt , and 
that it is whole and entire in.every part 
and point. of the Hoſt 3 which. Doctrine I 


deſtroy by theſe following Arguments, the 

firſt whereof is this. 
2.. If a thing be. created in a place , - 
ther it mult be. produced there , or it muſt 
Come, 
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come, or - be brought thither - from ſome 0-: 
ther place 3 for it is impoſſible to find out a - | 


third way of putting any thing wn a place. 
And the Romiſh Doctors have hitherto been 
able to invent but one of theſe two ways. 
of putting. Chriſts Body in. the Hoſt , the- 


Facobins telling us that it is brought thi-, 


ther froin. ſome other place, and the e- 
vites that it is produced there. But the. 
body of Chriſt can neither come, nor be. 


brought thither into the Hoſt , nor can ic. 


be produced there : Therefore the body of: - 


Chriſt is not in the Hoſt. 


3. Firſt ,- The. body of Chriſt -cannot * 


come, or bebrought into the Hoſt from any 
other place, becauſe it can come from no 
place bat Heavcn , being no where but in 
cavcn. 
oris brought from Heaven in to the Hoſt 
which I prove thus: When a-body comes, 


Tr 15 carried from one place to another , it 
nult leave its fixſt place. For example, it a. 
man would go. from Paris to Rome, he mult | 


ave Paris: But the body of Jeſus Chriſt 
never leaves Heaven for the heavens muſt 


omtaim bim until the - time of -the reſtitution of 


« things. Ads 3. Therefore Chriſis body. 


ither comes, nor is brought from Heaven : ' 


ito the Holi, Beſides, it is impoſſible that + 


G-S- > 


But . Chrilts body neither comes , . 
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Chriſts body ſhould come or be brought in- 
to the Hoſt, without paſſing through the 
ſpace that is between Heaven and Earth, 
where the conſecrated Hoſts arc 3 becauſe 
a man cannot paſs from. one extream to 
another without paſſing through the ſpace 
that is between them. But the ſpace be- 
tween Heaven and Earth is too vaſt to be 
paſſed through in a moment ( for theſe Do- 
Ctors will have it , that immediately after 
the pronouncing of theſe words, this is my 
body, the body of Chriſt is brought into the 
Hoſt. ) Moreover it muſt in a moment be 
in all the Heavens , and in allthe Airs be 
tween the higheft Heaven, and this Earth 
where the Hoſts are, ( becauſe a man can- 
not paſs through a place without being 
there ) and then it would have three ſorts 
of exiftences at once , 2iz. one natural and 
glorious exiſtence in Heaven, one fſacri- 
mental exiſtence in the Hoſt , and one airy 
exiſtence in the Air. But ſeeing all theſe 
things are abſurd , we muſt conclude that 
Chriſts body neither comes, nor is brought 
into the Hoſt. 

4. Secondly, Chriſts body cannot be re 


produced in the conſecrated Hoſt , becauſe 


a thing that 1s produced already ,* cannot 


be produced again , without ' a- preceding 


deſtruction 
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deftrucior' - for as a dead man cannot be 


killed , nor that be annihilated , which 1s. 


annihilated already 3 ſo neither can that be 
produced which is produced already , nor 


that receive a being which hath one al-- 
ready, This common conception of all men. 


1s founded upon this principle, That every 
ation, whether it produceth or deſtroyeth 


a thing , muſt neceſſarily have two deftinct - 


terms» the one called in the Schools, ter- 


minus 4 quo , that is, the term from which, 


tle thing comes, and the other terminus ad 


gem, that is , the term to which it comes. . 


But according to this principle, that cannot 
be annihilated which is ſo already, nor that. 


receive a being which hath cne already be- 


cauſe the term from which it ſhould come, 
and the term to which it ſhould come. 
would be ove and the ſame thing z contra-- 
Iy to the Maxim already laid down. tz. 
that the terms of action muſt neceſſarily 
be diſtin&, and that one of them muſt be. 
the negation or privation of the other.. 

5. Here perhaps it may be objected, That: 
by Tranſubftantiation the ſubſtance of. 
Chrifts body is not newly produced , but - 
only a new preſence of him in the phace 


E here the ſubſtance of the bread was. Bur- 


to this I anſwer , That in all ſubſtantial ! 
conyerfions ; 
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converſions and actions ., a new. ſubſtancs 
muſt be produced, as in accidental, a new, 
accident mult be. produced, But Tran- 
ſubſtantiation ( according to the Romiſh Do- 
Gtors ) is. a ſubſtantial convertion : There- 
farc by Tranſubliantiation a new ſubſtance, 
muſt be. produced. And fſceing_ that the, 
new. preſ{cnce of Chriſts-body in the place. 
where the ſubſtance .of the bread was, is 
not a. ſubſtance , but an. accident of the 
Categorie which the Philoſophers call Ubi, 
it is cvidcnt that by Tranſubſtantiation the 
preſcnce of Chriſts body only 1s not produ- 
cd in the place where the ſubſtance 
the bread was; and: ſeeing. that the ſubs 
ſtance of Chrifis body is not produccd there, 
Cas hath been proved in the preceding, 
aumber ) we muſt conclude that there 1s. 
oo. Tranſubſtantiation nor rcal preſcnce of 
QChriſts body in the Hoſt. This .inſtance. 
doth alfo deſtroy the adduction of Chritis: 
body .ifto. the Hoſt , which hath bcen al-, i 
ready retuted in number 3. 

6. My ſecond Argument is this. Ina true i 
human body . ſuch. as Chritts body is, tha 
is ſomething above, and ſomething under, 
right and lett , betore and behind 3 - for the, 
head is aboye the neck, and the neck: a- 


boye the {houlders,. the ſhoulders above the. 
bxealts 
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breaſt , the breaſt above the ſtomach , the 
fomach above .the belly, the belly above the 
an- thighs, the thighs above the. legs, &c. But 


Jo- Wall the World knows that ina point there 
r= Wis nothing above or under, right or left, be- 


nce. fore or behind: Therefore Chriſts body is - 


the {not in a point , and conſ{cquently it is not 


ace, in cvery point, or part of the Holt. .Io this 
, is MWadd, that the quantity .and greatneſs of 
the MChriſts body -is nothing elſe but its length, 
Jbi, Mbrcadth ,, and © thickneſs , which cannot be 
the Jin a point. Laftly, The quantity of Chriſts 


du-. body is nothing elſe but its extent , as we 
of ll know 3 and a body is extended when 
It hath its parts one without another 3 that 


cre, Wis, they are not one, within another, as all 
ing, Wile Zeſzites expourd. it. - But the doctrine 
2 1s. Mot the preſence of Chriſts body in the Hot, 


e of FWputs all its parts one within another, be- 
nce. Fſcuſe it puts them all in a point : There- 
rilis: More (uch a doctrine takes away its extent, 


and conſequently its quantity. _ 
7. My third Argument. is this. To move 
End not to move at the ſame time, to be 
an and not to. be eaten at the ſame time, 
0 be in a point. and not ina point at the 
me time, to occupy a place and not to- 
Kcupy it at the ſame time, are contradi-- 
ory things... But it the. body of Chriſt. 
| WCctre . 
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were in divers conſecrated Hoſts, 1t would 
move and not move at the ſame time, For 
example , When a Prieſt carrics a conſecra- 
ted Holt to a ſick perſon, the body of Chrif 
which 1s pretended to be in it, moves with 
the Hoſt; forit leaves the Altar, and goe 
with the Prieſt toward the fick perſons 
houſe, and at the ſame time the body 
Chritt , which is pretended to be in the 
other Hoſts that remain on the altar, moves 

not 3 and ſo the ſame body of Chrilt at the 
ſame time moves and moves not, which is 
a contradiction. Sceing then it 1s impob 
{ible that one and the ſame body at one 
and the ſame time ſhould move and not 
move , it 1s likewiſe impoltible that Chris 
body ſhould be in divers Hoſts at the ſane 
time, In like manner, if Chriſts body 
were at the ſame time in Heaven , and in 
. the Hoſt - it would be eaten and not eaten 
at the ſame time 3 for it would be catenÞr 
in the Hoſt by the Prieſt , and at the ſame} 
time, it would not be caten in Heaven. Allo 
it would be ina point and not in a point 
at the ſame time 3 for in the Hoſt it would 
bein a point , and in Heaven it would not 
be in a point at the ſame time: Thee 
tore ſeeing it is impoſſible that one and the 


ſame body at one and the ſame time hom 
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be caten and not eaten, ſhould be in a 
point and not in a point 3 it is allo impoſ- 
ible that Chriſts body ſhould be both in 
Heaven and in the Hoſt at the ſame time, 
$ The fourth Argument is this: Iwo 
relatives are always different , as the Fa- 
ther and Son, the Husband and the Wite, 
fc And relation is always between. two 
hings that really differ 3 as the equality be- 
ween two Ells , the reſemblance between 
wo Crows, &c. Ina word, nothing can 
ve relation to it ſelf , but whatſoever 
ath relation muſt neceſſarily have it to. 
omething elſe, as appears by the dehini- 
lon of Relation : But 'to be diſtant 1s a.re- 
ative and not an abſolute term for when 
ve conceive an abſolute term we conceive 
but one thing, as when we conceive a Crow; 
but when we conceive a relative term, we 
ceſſarily conceive two things. For ex- 
ample, We cannot conceive a Crow to be 
ke, without conceiving ſomething elſe 
to which it is like. Sceing then we cannot 
onceive a thing to be dittant without con- 
eving ſomething elſe from which it is di- 
lant, it is evident that to be diſtant is a re- 
ative term, and that dittant things are re- 
tives , and conſequently are really diffe- 
ent, Whence I form this Argument : Re- 
lative 
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ktive things are really different, -as hath 
been proved ; But the body that is at Rom 
is dittant from. that which 1s at Pars, by 
reaſon - of the ſpace of about 3oo league 
that is between thoſe two Citics 3 and the 
body that is in the higheſt heavens is-di- 
ſtant from that- which is upon earth, by 
reaſon. of -the many thouſands of leagues 
that are between heaven-and earth : There 
fore the body that is at Rome is difjerent 
from that which is at Pari ;and that which 
is in heaven, 1s different from that which 
is upon carthz and conſequently one and 
the ſame body.cannot- be- at the ſame time 
at Rome and at Paris, in Heaven: and-upon 
Earth cjſe one and the-ſame body might 
be diltant and different from it ſelf , whic 
is a contradiction ; Therefore. ſecing Jclusi 
Chriit is not diftant, and different trom- 
himſelf, it follows that he:cannot be at the. 
ſame time in Heaven and in the Hott, nor at 
the ſame time in the. conſecrated Holts ati 
Rome and at Par, 

9. But perhaps it may be ſaid that a bo» 
dy bcing at the ſame time in two. diſtant 
places is not diſtant from it (elf, but that the; 
places only are diſtant 3 and therefore that 
Chrilis body. in heaven is not-diſtant fromit Ki 
{lt.in the Hok, but it is the places only, 4% 
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caven and ccarth ( where the Hoſt is) that 
zre diſtant. To this I anſwer-that it is 
ply the diſtance of places that makes the 
iſtance of : things exiſting in thoſe di- 
ant places: For example: The reaſon 


hy Peter thatis at Rome 1s diſtant from 
Panl that is at- Paris, is not becauſe they 
zre two things really different, elſe they 
ould be always diſtant , even when they 
re in one Bed together, ( for they are 
Ilways really different ) but all the reaſon 
df their dittance is, becaufe they are in two 
liſtant places. Seeing then (according to our 


Widverſarics ) that-Chrilts body is in two di- 


tant places at once, viz. in Heaven, and in 
he Hoſtzat Rome and at Paris in divers Hoſts, 
follows that Chriſts body is diſtant, and : 
lifferent from it (ſelt, And ſeeing it is im- 
oſhble that-it ſhould be diſtant and different 
ron: it (elf, it is. evident- that it cannot be 
two diſtant places at once 3 and conſe- 

uently -not in Heaven and in the Hoſt. 
10, Beſides, Suppoſe that Peter could beat 
meand at Paris at once, and.that Peter that 
Sat Rome ſhould have a mind to go to Pa-: 
#,and ſhould-go accordingly: 3 and that the 
e Peter. that: is at Paris ſhould have a 
ind to go to Rome , and ſhould go -ac- 
vrdingly.it is certain that Peter would draw 
near 
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near to himſelf , and meet himſelf, But 
things that draw near to each other, muſt 
of ncc<lity have been at a diſtance betors; 
and thcretore if a. body draws near to it 
{clt, it is certain that it was diſtant from 
it {elf before. And hcreupon I woull 
tain ask our Adverſaries , whether , whet 
Peter ſhould mect himſelf, he would It 
himſelf paſs, or not? and if he ſhould { 
himſclf paſs, whether Peter going to Romy, 
would liep afide and give way to him 
going to Paris, or elſe the contrary ? But 
if he ſhould not ſiep akide and give plac 
to himſelf, I would ask whether he woull 
hinder himſclf trom paſſing cr not ? and 
if be ſhould not hinder himſelf from p 
{ing , whether he would paſs thorow hin 
{cit , and fo make another anus with two 
faces, &c? Whatſoever anſwers they (hal 
make to theſe Queſtions mult ( I am ſur) 
be very abſurd and ridiculous. 

11 The fifth Argument is this : It 1s 
perfe&t contradiction, that a body ſhould 
be one and not one: But if Chrilis bod 
ſhould be at the ſame time in the heave 
and upon earth in the HoR, it would 
one and not onc; for it would be one bf 
our Advcriaries own contethon, and 1t wound 
not be one z which I prove thus : boo 

thing 


Ou 
[hats 
thing 
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hing may be one, it muſt neither be divi- 


Md in it felt, nor from! it felt , as appears 
Wy thc definition of Unity 3 and it -1s cer- 


ain that nothing is divided or ſeparated 
om it ſelf: But if Chriſts body be at the 
ame time in heaven and upon ecarth.in the 
ot, it will be divided, and ſeparated 
rom it ſelf , that which is in heaven be- 
rg divided and ſeparated from that which 
s upon carth', becauſe it is not in the ſpace 
tween both. 

12, Here againit may be objected, That 


W body in divers places is divided trom it 


lt locally , becauſe the places in which it 
, are divided 3 but not entitatively , be- 
uſe it 1s, ſtill one and the ſame entity of 


Wody, To which I anſwer, 1. That en- 
pWitative diviſion ( which is nothing elſe 
IJut a plurality of beings, or a plurality of 


tings really different ) is no true diviſion, 
or then the three divine Perfons which are 
ally different , would alſo be really divi- 
ied ; and the body.and ſoul of a living man 
hich do rcally differ , would alſo be really 


nWlivided, 2. I ſay, That if a body be di- 


ded and ſeparated from bodies which it 


Wouchcth ,, it is alſo divided and ſ{cparated 


10m bodies which it doth not touch 3 and 
a body be divided and ſeparated from 
; bodics 
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boJics to which it isnear, it is alſo divided 
and ſeparated from bodies that are far di-i 
ſtant from it 5 but eſpecially the-diviſienis 
true , when- between two there be bodies 
of divers natures. to which there is no ui 
nion. Therefore, ſceing that between Chriſty 
body , which is rcally in heaven, and the 
ſame body, which is pretendedly upon 
earth in the conſecrated Hoſts, there be di 
vers bodies of divers natures, to which it 
15 not united 3 it is evident by our Adver- 
faries own dottrine, that- Chriſts body: 
really divided and ſeparated from it (ell 
And ſeeing, it is impoſhble it ſhould be &- 
parated from it ſelf, it is alſo impoſſibefh 
that it ſhould be in heaven and in the 
Hoſt at the ſarne time. 3. I fay, Thi 
local diviſion takes away entitative divif- 
on , and things that are divided: Jocally, Wc 
are alſo divided entitatively 3 that is, theyþ 
are alſo really different 3 eMe -no - reaſon: 
can be. given why two glafles: of water 
taken from -the ſame fountain, are really 
different-, ſeeing theſe waters are - like ſi 
all things , except in reference to -place:Y 
and there can no reaſon be given why tie 
Occan is not one ſingle drop-of: water ol 
ly, reproduced in all- places occupied by the 
Occan , except it be- that. one drop of wi 
ter 
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ridedMeer cannot be reproduced in all thoſe places? 
Ir d-Wut if it be poſſible, then Reaſon obligeth us 
on bleo believe that it is really ſo,becaule God and 
odisN:ture do nothing in vain3 and it is in vain 
10 WSto do that by many things, which may be 
hrils Won by onc thing : and it it-be really ſo,then 
I theſe follows, That all the Sea-battles that ever 
uPorBave been, were fought in one drop of water, 
e d-Wnd many thouſands of men have becn 
ch it drowned in one drop of water, and-people 
dvere ſince Adam have drunk but one drop of wa- 
dy- Meer. which things. are abſur'd and ridiculous. 
ſel, 13, The ſixth Argument is this : Jeſus 
x R-WChritt as he is man, cannot be in divers 
flible Wrlzces at once , if another man cannot be 
| theW oo , becauſe Jeſus Chrift,, as-he 1s man, 
That wx made like unto us in all things , ſm only 
iviſte xcepted ,, as the Apoſtle to the Hebrews ob- 
ally, Werves. But another man cannot be in divers 
they places ot once 3 for example, Peter cannot be 
eal00 Wt the ſame time at Paris and at Rome, which 
valet prove thus. It is impoſſible that Peter 
ca) WMhould be a man and no man at the ſame 
ke WEtime: But if Peter could at the-ſame time 
lace be at Paris and at Rome , hc might at the 
y the Bcme time be a man: and no man , Which I 
T ON" prove thus : He that may at the ſametime, 
y ti ſhe both dead-andalive, may at the ſame time 


'WiBibc a man and no man becauſe he that 
ter 15 
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15 alive 1s a real man, and he that is deat 
15 no real man , but a carcaſs : But if P» 
ter could at the ſame time be at Par ant 
at Rome, he might be both alive and dex 
at the ſame time tor he might be mortal 
* wounded at Par;sand dic there, and. at tht 
ſame timenot be hurt at Rome, but ali 
and making merry there. Beſides , Pe 
might be divifibly at Paris, and indivlit 
at Rome 3 ( as Chrilits body, according to our 
Adverſaries, is divilibly in heaven. and is 
divilibly in the Hoſt: ) But if at Paris (wher 
he ſhould be diviſibly ) his head ſhould þ 
cut off, he would dic, and ceaſe to bei 
man 3 and at Rome ( where he ſhould be in 
diviſibly and in a point ) his head ſhould not 
be cut off, and ſo he ſhould remain at the 
ſame timea living and real man, which is1 
contradiction, In a word , Peter might bt 
at Paris in the midit of flames, and be bumt 
and reduced to afhes , and conſequent} 
ſhould die , and be no man whereas at tht 
ſame time he might be at Rome in theRv 
ver Tiher, ſound and brisk, and conſequent 
ly be a true living man : whence it follows 
that he might bea man, and no man, which 
is a contradiction. : 
14. To this may be added other abſurd! 


tics that would tollow from this —_—_ 
that 
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- deat one body may be in divers places at 
© pſnce, 2iz. That one Candle lightcd might 
ivelight to all the World , if it were re- 
roduced in all places of the World : That a 
rat Army might be made of one man, 
it tlcproduced in a hundred thouſand adjoyn- 
aol Places : That all the debts in.the World 
Paiight be paid with one Crown, reprodu- 
vſibſſ<d as many times as there be Crowns due: 
0 on Pat all the people in the World might 
4 inWcvch their thirſt with one Pottle of Wine, 
vhepW<produced as many times as there be inha- 
14 þFitants in the World : That all che men in | 
) berf$< World wight drink in one and the ſame 
© inW-/215 > reproduced as niaany times as there 
4 no cn in the World : ( whereupon a man [i | 
t the Wight be ſo curious as to ask , whether. if (HI bf 
| 


15 ant 


ral 


biel his Glaſs ſhould be broken at Paris, it would 
"be be llo be broken at Rome, Conſtantinople, and 
Dunn cr Places : ) That one man reproduced 
_ hundred thouſand places, might at 
it the he-ſame time marry an hundred thouſand 
oRiſ'''Es > andylie with them 3 whereupon a 
ent--2n might deſire to know whether theſe wo- 
mow <2 might not conceive , and every one of 
yhich hem be delivered of a child at the end of 
Wine months 3 and conſequently it may be 
indi ad that one man did in one night beget a 
rio undred thouſand children, &c. 
that 15 Ihe 
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I5. The ſeventh Argument is this: | 
Chriftts body were in the Hoſt, it wouldte 
{ſcenthere for being there in its glory (x 
the Romiſh Doors ſay it is ) it would be 
there: more viſibly then it was when hecom 
verſed amongſt men here below; becaule the 
glory. of Chritts body doth principally con 
liſt in the brightneſs and fplendor of an ev 
traordinary light, like to that which it had 
upon Mount Tabor; but who dares affirm that 
fuch a glorious body is not viſible where 
ſoever it isz and yet it is certain that 
Chritts body is not: be ſeen in the Hoſt, 
which 1s an evident figri that it is not there, 
But - it- may be ſaid that Chritis body is 
under - the accident of the Bread, and 
that theſe accidents hide it from us. To 
this I anſwer, that ( according to our Adver 
ſarics ) Chrifts body is in the place where 
the ſubſtance of the Bread was : But the ſub- 


ſtance of the Bread was not under the acc: 


dents. and the accidents of the Bread wer: 
not upon their ſubſtance, for then the ſub- 
ſtance of the Bread and its accidents had been 
in two differcnt places, above and under be 
ing two ſeveral differences of place, and that 
which is under is not above, &c, Therefore 
Chriſts body cannot be under the accidents 


of the Bread , and conſequently the ac 
cidents 


6:2 
1dbe 
/ (8 
1d 
> CONe 
e the 


CO 


n C% 
it had 
a that 
here 
that 
Hoſt, 
there, 
ody 5 


, and 
= 
\dver- 
where 
e ſub- 
> ACCl» 

welt 
e ſubs 
1 been 
ler bt- 
d that 


refore 


dents 
he ac- 
dents 


Or the Maſi dead and buried. 49 


idents do not hide it from us. And fſecing 
25 our Adverfaries ſay) Chriſts Body 1s in 
rery part and point of the Hoſt, it mult 
cds be in the ſupertices, and conſequently 
annot be hid or covered by the accidents-of 
he Bread, Here again it may be (aid that 
;hriſts body is glorious, luminous, and vi- 
ble of it felf, but God hindersus from ſce- 
np it, To this Ianſwer, Fhat if God hin- 
ders, it is only becauſe he is pleaſed ſo to do, 
and conſequently if he were pleaſed not to 
inder, he would not do it, but would per- 

itt to be ſecn in the ſame poliureas it is in 
hc Hoſt, Whereupon 1 would ask our Adver- 
aries in what polturc it would be {cen there, 
hether ſitting, ſtanding, lying, or in any 0- 

her poſture, or whether it would be in any 
olture at a]l? It it be inno poſture, it mult 
X without any external form, becauſe poſture 
r ſituation -abſolutcly depends upon exter- 
al torm, But how can a man be ſecn with- 
ut an external torm of a man, and without 
Xing in any polture of a man ? and how can 
hrittsBody be without poſture and without 

ternal formz{ceing(as our Adverſaries ſay) 

whole and entire in the whole Hoſt,and 

Kupies the whole ſpace ot a great Hoſt? But 
it be ſitting, or ſtanding, or in any other 

Liture,& with the external form of a man, 
| D and 
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and if (as they ſay) it be whole,and entirei 
a point of the.Hoti, then it will follow that; 
man may be ſeen fitting, or ſtanding in 
pointz and ſeeing a nan that is ſtandin 
- .hath his head above and his feet below, i 
will follow that Jeſus Chriſt will be ſeeni 
a point of the Hoſt with his head above an 
his feet below, though in a point there bf 
nothing above or below. To this I add, Tha 
it it could be feen in the Hoſt it would y 
pcaras big as the Hoſt, becauſe it woulda 
cupy the whole ſpace of the Hoſt, andi 
would appear round, becauſe it would it 
bounded by the ſpace that the Hoft occupi 
which is round. Betides, if the Hoſt (houl 
be divided into two equal parts, it woul 
appear leſs by one halt, and in the forma 
half Circle, becauſe it would be whole ant 
entire in the halt at the Hoft, and ocaf 
the ſpace of it. It would alſo appear Þ 
hundred thouſand times leſs, and in a hu 
dred: thouſand ſeveral. forms :3 for, as thif 
ſay » it is whole and entire in a hundm 
thouſand parts of the Holt, and occupt 
theſpaces of them. In a word, T here was nent 
ſuch a monſtrous thing ſeen in the Work 
as Chriſt's Body would be, if it were re 
in the Hoſt in ſuch a manner, as our Adve 
ſarics affirm it to be. | 


16, Tix 
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tires 16. The cighth Argument is this : Either 
thata]] the Manhood of Jeſus Chriſt, which is pre- 
> ina tended to be in the Hoſt, can act there, or it 
ndin cannot : if it cannot ad, then it follows that 
»w, 1 it cannot fee, hear, know, or love, or excr- 
een inllciſe any other function of the ſenſitive or 
ve an rational Soul : But if the Manhood of Chrift 
ere din the Hoſt knows nothing, nor loves no- 
, ThaWthing,thcn it follows that it will not be hap- 
Id 2MWpy, becauſe happineſs chiefly conſiſts in the 
1d oF knowledge and love of God. Alſo the Man- 
and iFhood of Chriſt in the Hoſt will be different 
11d from his Manhood in Heaven for it will 
cupieWknow in Heaven.and at the ſame time know 
(houFnothing in the Hoſt 3 it will love in Heaven, 
wouland love nothing in theHoſtz it will ſee in hea- 
motFven.and ſee nothing in theHolt.But if Chriſt's 
lc anifManhood can a&t in the Hoſt as it doth in 
occauWieaven, then it will follow that it will open 
pear Wis eycs,and move its feet ina point 3 becauſe, 
Meccording to our Adverſarics, it is whole 
15 theWand cntire in every point of the Hoſt 3 Aud 
undreding, as they tell us , God can as eaſily put 
ccupithe whole World into a point, as he doth 
's nerve whole Manhood of Chriſt. into a point 
Wort the Hoſt 3 it will follow that all the parts 
e ret the World cxitting in a point may do in 
AdveRt all thoſe actions which they now do in a 
alt ſpace, as the parts of Chriſt's Manhood 
6, TV Xitting in a point of the Holt can do in 
D 2. it 
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1t all thoſe actions which they do in Heaven; 
and ſo in a leſs ſpace than is occupied by 1 
grain of Corn 3 the Sun may move trom Eaſt 
to Weft, the Seca may have its Flouds and 
Ebbs, and the Eng/ijh may have a Sea-fght 
with the Spaniards, In a word, A Sparrow 
may eafily ſwallow all the World, ſceing the 
World will not occupy ſo much ſpace as a 
grain of Corn doth 3 and yet the World 
which it ſhall {wallow, will be as great asit 
1s at preſcnt 3 cven as Chriſt's Body inthe 
Hott, is as big and as tall as it was on the 
Croſs, as our Adverſarics afhrm. 

17. Theninth Argument is this: Asa Bo 
dy cannot bc in a place, except it be produ- 
ccd there, or that it comes,or be broughtthi- 
ther from ſomc other placez{o a Body cannot 
ceaſe to be in a place without being deſtroy- 
cd, or going to {ome other place 3 and con- 
{:quently if Chriſt's Body ccaſcth to be in 
the Hott aftcr the Conſumption of the acct 
dents, it mutt neceſſarily cither periſh, or go 
to ſome other place : But Chriſt's Body car- 
not periſh,tor Feſ#s Chriſt dieth no more,Rom. 
'6. And Chritt's Body gocs to no other plact, 
for if it ſhould go to any other place, 
it would go to Heaven: But it cannot 
20-to Heaven, bccaulc it is there alrcady,and 


4 man cannot go toa place where he is al 
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ready : Therefore Chriſt's Body doth not 
cal: tobe in the Hoſt. Whence it follows, 
by 2 that cither Chritt's Body (till remains in: the 
Eat WH: and that it is impoſhble that ſhould be 

and wniumneds or cle that it never was in the 
het Wi; - Bur every one knows by experience 
TOY: the Hotts are catcn and conſumed , and: 
8teW 12 Chriſt's Body cannot be there after the 
- © (Conſumption of the accidents of the Bread : 
Vol T)crcfore it never was in the Hoſt. 


- 18. The tenth Argument is drawn from. 
my hence, That the pretended preſence of 
n the 


Clritt's Body in the Hoſt, dcitroys the na- 
ture of Chriſt's Body, thus : The proper- 
tics of a Species are incommunicable toeve-- 
ry other Species. For example: The pro- 
perties of a Man are incommunicable to a 
| beaſt 3 for, ſeeing the properties flow from 
the Effence ; or are the very Effence it ſelf, it 
t is evident that if the Eſſence of a 
pecies be incommunicable to another Spe- 
acs, then the properties of a Specics are al- 
bincommunicablc to another : But the Bo- 
Gy and the Spirit are the two Specics of {ub- 
tance 3 therefore the propertics of the Spi- 
It cannot he communicated to the Rady. as 
the propertics of the Body cannot be com- 
Municated to the ſpirit. But there are two i 
uncipal properties which diſtinguiſh bodies. 
3 from: 
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from ſpirits : The firſt is, That ſpirits are 
ſubltances that are penetrable amongſt them- 
{elvcs, that is, may be together in one and 
the ſame place, but bodies are impenctrable 
{ubſtanccs amongſt themſelves, that 1s, they 
cannot be together in one and the. ſame 
place. The ſccond 1s, That bodies are in a 
place circumſcriptively, that is, all the Body 
is in all the place, but all the body 1s not in 
vcry part of the place,but the parts of the body 
are in the parts of the place 3 but ſpirits are 
in a place definitively, that is, all the ſpirit is 
in all the place, and all the ſpirit is in every 
part of the place becauſca ſpirit having no 
parts, muſt neceſſarily be all whereſoever it 
is Whcnce I form my Argument thus: 
That doctrine which gives to a body the 
propertics of a ſpirit, changcs the body into 
a ſpirit, and conſequently deſtroys the na- 
tucof a body, ſccing propertics cannot be 
communicated without the eſſcnce : But the 
doctrine of the pretended preſence of 
Chriſt's Body in the Hott, gives to a body 
the propcttics of a ſpirit, becauſe it afhms 
that thc quantity of Chriſt's Body pcnctrates 
the quantity cf the Ercad, and is in the ſame 
place with it 3 that all the parts of Chriſt's 
body are penetrated an.cngit themiclves, 


and are all in one and the ſame place 3 and 
that 
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that Chriſt's Body is all in all the Hoſt, and 
all in cvery part of the Hoſt : Therefore the 
doctrine of the Romiſh Charch touching the 
pretended preſence of Chrift's body. in the 
Hoſt, dettroys the nature of Chriſt's Body. 
19.The eleventh Argument is drawn from 
hence : That Jeſus Chriſt being ſate at God's 
right hand is in a glorious cttate : and yct' 
the doctrine of the pretended preſence of 
Chriſt's Body in the Hoſt, ſubjects him to 
divers ignominies, viz. that his Body goes 
nto peoples bellies, and amongſt their ex- 
crement 3 that it is ſubject to be eaten by his 
Encmies , yea by Mice and other Bcaſts. 
Hear what Claude de Xaintes, a famous Ro- 
mh Door ſaith of it, Repet. 5. Chap. 2. 
Of all theſe -we exclude not one from the true 
ard corporal receiving of the Lords fleſh in the 
Stcrament, let him be Turk ,- Atheiſt, Infidel, or 
Hypocrite 3 yea, though he ſhould be the Devil 
bimſelf incarnate, It is alſo ſubject to be ſtoln, 
for about 25 years fince a Thick was execu- 
td at Pars for ftcaling out of a Church the 
Chalice and this God in it and the Priclt 
went to the Priſon. in his ſacerdotal Orna- 
ments, and falling o1 his knecs beforc the 
Thicks pocket , pulled his God oat of it. 
And as it is a God that cannot keep himlelf 
om being ſtoln,ſo neither can he keep him- 
D' 4... .- fell 
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ſc]f from being burnt, as it appeared whim 
the Palace-Hal{at Paris was burnt. In ſhort, 
The Hott, or God of the Maſs, hath bem 
{cen in the hands of one poſſeſſed by the 

cv], and conſ{cquently in the Devils poy- 
er 5 yea, tnere are charms made by the Re 
miſh Prieſts to compel the Devil to reſtore 
God to them. A horribie and prodigious 
thing to put God into the Devils power, 
and into a capacity of being eaten by the 
Devil incarnats, e{pecially, {ceing he is now 
glorious in Heaven, _ 

20, The twclith Argument is drawn from 
hcnce : That God dcth no miracles without 
ncccality : But what neccflity 1s there that 
he ſhould do ſo many miracles in this Sacta- 
mcnt, viz, that accidents ſhould be without 
a ſubje& ? that. the Bread ſhould be conver- 
tcd into Chritt's Body, which is alrcady? 
That Chriſt's Body ſhould be in a point, and 
a hundred thouſand places at once ? What 
neceſſity is there that it ſhould be eaten by 
wicked men, by Beaſts,6 by Devils incarnate 
What neccthity 1s there that ſhould be carried 
away by the Devil, that it ſhould be (toln, 
burnt, &c. Can it be ſaid that it is for the 
ſalvation of the Soul of him that cats It? 
But Reprobates, as our Advcrſaries contels, 


cat it too 3 and the Faithful under the Old 
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Tetament did not cat it, nor do the little 
children of Believers under the New, and 
ict they are ſaved for all that. Can it be 

lid with Bellarmin and Perron, that the Hoſt 
ns catcn, ſerves, as an incorruptible ſeed 
fora glorious ReſurreQion? But the Faith- 
ful of the Old Teſtament , and the little 
dildren of Believers under the New,wlll riſc 
240 gloriouſly , though they never parti- 
pated of the Euchariſt. And St. Paxl tells 
s Rom, 8. that this ſecd of the reſurrccti- 
nofour Bodics is not Chriſt's Flcſh, hut his: 
pirit, in theſe words, If the Spirit of him. 


that raiſed up Teſs from the dead.dwcll in you, 


all alſo quicken your mortal Bodies by his 
trit that depelleth in your. 
21, Laſtly, The holy Scripture is clcar in 
's matter 3 for Jeſus Chriſt is aſccnded in- 
0 Heaven, Ads 1. 4nd the Heavens miſt: 
"tain þim until the time of the reſtitution of all 
"mgs, At. 3. and hc himfelt faith, Tleare 
* IVorld Bl, go to the Father, St, Tohn I 6. 
m poor ye have always with you, but me ye 
ne not always, St. Matth. 26. To which: 
iy be addcd what Jcfus Chriſt fanh, St. 
at, 24, Viz. In the laft days falſe Pr oph-ts 
Ml come that ſhall ſay, Chriſt is here or there. 
that be is in wcret chambers, Or Cabinets) 
hich cannot be but by the doctrine of the: 
14 Aom®; 
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Romiſh Charch, which puts Chriſt's Body in ſ!": 
divers places, and ſhuts it up in ſeveral Ca- Wb"! 
binets on their Altars 3 and it is very rcmark- (ſ#! 
able that in the Greek it is & yds, that {MY «) 
ds, in the Cupboards, mp#oy being properly M""! 
a Cupboard to keep meat in. ty 


amends th 


CHAP. V. 
Againſt the adoration or worſhipping of the Haft 


oP Gainſt the adoration of the Hoſt, I 

form three Propoſitions 3 The ht 
is this, We are not obliged to adore or wor- 
ſhip God every where, or in all places 
where he is, at leaſt not with external ado- 
ration, but we are only obliged to worlhip 
him in all places where he .appears in 
his glorious Majeſty. The hixſt part ofthis 
Propolition, viz. That we are not obliged 
to worſhip God in all places whereche is, ap- 
pears by the practice of all Chriſtians. For 
God being every where, and conſcquenth 
in Stones, Trees, Beaſts, Devils, and all oth: 
Creatures, there is no man fo extravagant 4s 
to fall on his knees before a. Tree, an Aſs; ot 
a Devil, that he may worſhip God in them, 
who is as really preſent in them, as he is 
Heaven. 


2. The ſecond part ofthis Propoſition.zis. 
that 


12Wgore th: Ark-of the Covenant, Joſhua 7, 6. 


hat 


or the M1f3 dead and buried. 5'9' 
that we are only obliged to worſhip God: 
both with internal and external adoration in. 
| placcs where he appears in his glorious 
Wajcty, is proved, hirft, by the commands 
which Jcſus Chrift gave his Apoſtles when 
they asked him how they ſhould pray 3- for 
ke anſwers them thus : 1Yhen ye pray.ſay, Our 
Fither which art in Heaven, St. Matth. 6. St. 
Like 11, Why doth he ſay, which art in Hea- 
7 and not which art on Earth, or in the 

z,0r in the Air,ſecing Cod is cqually in all. 
theſe ,places ? But only, becauſe God ap-- 
pars in Heaven in his glorious Majeſty and: 
bere crowns all the blefled Spirits: with his: 
lory, Secondly, When God appearcd to: 
oes in the burning Buſh, which was not: 
ſumed, he ſaid to him, Take thy ſhoos from : 
f thy feet, for the place where thou ſtandeſt is 
ly ground, Exod. 3. Why is this ground: 
aled holy, and Moſes commanded to ap- 

roach it with reverence, ({ubmiſſion, aud: 
oration, ſeeing any other ground 1s cqual- - 
| God's Creatures, and that. he is cqually, 
elent every where ? But only,becauſe'God 
id manifeſt ſomewhat. of his. Power. and! 
ory in. that place, by. cauſing the Buſh to, 
um without being conſumed. Thirdly, 7o-- 
W and the Iſraelites did proftrate themſelves - 
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becauſe God appearcd there in a peculiar 
and glorious manner 3 for, from the Mercy- 
{eat which covered it, he gave his Oraclc, 
and made known his will, Exod. 25. 22, 
Numb. 7. | 
Fourthly, When the Prieſt cclebrates 
Maſs, a little beſore the conſecration, he re- 


_ commends the ſurszm corda, that is, thelitt- 


Ing up of their hcarts 3 Why the lifting them 
up, ſecing God is cqually both above and 
below ?_ but only becauſe God appears in 
Heaven in his glorious Majeſty 3 and, conſe 


quently itis thither that we mult direct our 


Vows, our Prayers, and our Worſhip. 

3. The ſecond Propoſition is this : We 
are not obliged to adore Jeſus Chrilt in the 
watcr of Baptiſm, though he be really there 
in regard of all that is adorable in him. The 
firſt part of this Propoſitions viz. That we 
are not obliged to worſhip Jeſus Chriſt i 
the Watcr of Baptiſin, is chiefly proved by 
the practice of all Chriſtians 3 for no man 
ever fell on his knees before the Water of 
Baptiſm, and adored gJcſus Chriſt init, at 


lealt not with external Worſhip, which1s 
only here intended 3. and doubtleſs the” re 


ſon is, becauſe Feſus Chriſt - diſcovers 10 
beam of 'his Glory there 3 nor doth he ap 


"5, 


pear in the Water of Baptiſm any more than 
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\ other waters 3 {o that as we are not obli- 
ged to worſhip God, ſave only where he ap- 
pzars in his glorious Majelty,as hath been pro- 
ved, ſo neither are we obliged to worthip 
Jcſus Chriſt, but only where he diſcovers 
fome beam of his Glory ,. which he doth 
rot in the Water of Baptiſm. 

4, The ſecond part of this Propoſition , 
viz, That Jeſus Chrift 1s really preſent in 
the Watcr of Baptiſm in reſpect of all that 
5 to be adored in him, is proved thus : All 
that is of it {elf adorable in Jeſus Chriſt,is 
ether his Godhead, or his divine Perſon. or 


his divine Attributes. As for his Godhcad, 


{ccing it is really every where it cannot be. 


denicd but that it is alſo in the Water of 
Baptiſm. 
vinc, and cternal, and infivitc, it 1s rcally 
wery where, and conſequently in the Water 
of Baptiſm : and as for his divine Attri- 
butcs, ſceing they are not . really different 
from the Godhead, or'the perſon of Jeſus 
Chriſt, it neceffarily toHows, that ſecng the 
Godhead and Pcrfon of Jeſus Chriſt, are 
rally in the Water of Eaptiſin, his divine 
Attributes muſt really be there likewiſe. 

5. The third Propotition 1s this ; We are 
bot obliged to adore Jeſus Chrili.in the Hoſt, 
fough he be. really there in reſpect wel 
thacr 
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As for his Perſon, ſccing it is di-- 
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that is to be adorcd in him.viz. in reſpect of 
his Godhcad. his divine Perfon, & his divine 
Attributes 3 yea, though he were there invi- 
fibly in rcſpe& of his Manhood too. The 
principal reaſon of this hath been toucht up- 
on alrcady, viz. That as we are not obliged 
to worſhip God in all places where he is (at 
Icaſt not with «external worſhip) but there 
only where he appears in his glorious Maje- 


lty, ziz. ordinarily in Heaven, and extraor- 


dinatily lſcwhere, as hath been proved in 
the firlt Propofition.And as we are not oblj- 
ged to worſhip Jeſus Chriſt in the Watcr of 
Baptiſm with external adoration, though he 
be really there in reſpedt of all that is adora- 
ble in him, becauſe he doth not diſcover the 
leaſt beam of his Glory there, nor appears 
inthe Water of Baptiſm more than in other 
waters, as hath been proved in the fecond 
Propolition : Even ſo we arenot obliged to 
worfhip Jeſus Chriſt in the Hoſt with cxtcr- 
nal adoration, although he be there 1n re- 
ſpec of all that is to be adoyed in him, yea, 
though he were there inx<{pc& of his Man- 


hood too becauſe Jeſus Chrilt doth not dif- 
cover any beam of his glory there, nox doth 


he appear in the conſecrated Hoſts any more 


than in thoſe that are not conſecrated, for 


NO man can diſtinguiſh the one from = 0- 
ther. 
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ther, And as for his Manhood which is 
pretended to be there invilibly , I ſay that 
there"is no ſenſible mark of its preſcnce, 
ind conſequently nothing which obligeth 
is to external worſhip , for the ſame rea- 
ſon as 15 already alledged 3 for if the in- 
riſible preſence of the Godhead , divine 
Perſon, and divine Attributcs of Jcſus 
Chriſt which are of themſelves adorable, 
do not oblige us to external worſhip in the 
Water of Baptiſm , why ſhould the Man- 
hood of Jeſus Chriſt, which 1s not of it 
{df adorable, oblige us to external adora- 
tion though it were in the Hoſt, it being 
there only , as they ſay , inviſibly ? In a 
word , They muſt ſhew us the diſparity, 
and tell us the reaſon why we are not 0- 
liged to adore Jeſus Chriſt with external 
worſhip in the Watcr of Baptifm, though 
te be really there preſent in reſpec of all 
that which is adorable in him , viz. iv re- 
e& of his Godhead, his divine Perſon, 
ad his divine Attributes, and yet are ob- 
lged to worſhip Jeſus Chriſt in the Hot 
vith an external worſhip, though nothing 


Winders him more adorable there then in 


the water of Baptiſm, . 
6. To this the Jeſuit. S. Rigant, ene of 
tie moſt learned of his Order , anſwers . 
-— > "mk 
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That although there be nothing in the con- 
fecrated Holt that renders him more adora- 
ble then in the Vater of Baptiſm 3 yet there 
is ſomething in the Hoſt which obligeth us 
to cxtenal worſhip, which "is not in the 
Watcr of Baptiſm 3 becauſe, ſaith he, the 
Manhood of Jcſus Chrilt is in the Hoſt, and 
is there in ficad of a ray of glory 3 and 
God will be adorcd in all places , where 
.the Manhood perſonally unitcd to the God- 
head , is preſent: But in the Water of Be- 
ptiſm Jeſus Chriſt diſcovers no beam of 
his glory > and his Manhood which is cqui- 
valent to aray of glory, is not there. 

7. To this I reply, That the rays or 
beams of glory which oblige us to cxter- 
pal adoration in a certain place , nult be 
ſ:nfibly in that place. And therefore ſceing 
the Manhood of Jcſus Chriſt which 1s pre- 
tended and ſuppoſed to be really preſent in 
the Holt , is ncithcr viſible nor fſerſible, it 
cannot be equivalent to a beam of gloty. 
To which IT add , That as the Godhead 
and. divine Perſon of Jcſus Chriſt which are 


cqually preſent in the Water of Baptiſm, 


and in the Holt, do not oblige us to tx- 
tcrnal worſhip , for this only reaſon , 7% 
becauſe they do not diſcover any ray of their 
glory there ;-ſo neither doth the Manhood 
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of [cſus Chriſt , pretended and ſuppoſed to 
be really preſent in the Hoſt, oblige us to 
re external adoration, for this only reaſon;viz, 
1s MWbccauſe it appears not there, nor diſcovers 
ic Mary ray of its ' glory, Lattly, Iaflirmthat 
10 Moy the very doGctrine and practice of the 
d Mp Church it (elf , we are not obliged 
id Mo adore Jcſus Chritt in all places where 
re Mhis Manhood 1s, becauſe, as the Ronh Do- 
d- Mfrs conteſs , we are not obligcd to adore 
2» Mcfus Chrit in that Hoſt which the Pricſt 
of Whath newly eaten, and whoſe accidents are 
i- Woot yet deſfiroyed 3 nor in that Holt which 

Is lockt up in the Cupboard. that 1s on the 
or MAltarz nor in that hoſt which a Pricſt car- 
r- Mis under his Cloak to a ſick perſon in 


be the Country. 
ng MW 5. To this the ſame Jeſuite anſwers, That 
c- F'tnough the glory of Chritts Manhood ap- 


pars not to our bodily eyes, yet It appears 
tothe eyes of our foul, viz. to our Faith; 
tor the greatelt glory of Chriftts Manhood 
onhits 11 its being perſonally united to- the 
re Foodhcad , and in being ſuttained in a pe- 
1, FW#lar manner by the Word. Suppoſe then, 
x- Fs he, that Jeſus Chriſt be in the Holt, 
2, I'£ are {ure that it is perſonally united to 
ir Fc Godhead) and conſequently, the glory of 
wilts Manhood , which confilts in this 
perſunal 


_ bove the Mercy-ſeatz and when, being made 
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perſonal unien, doth certainly appear to ſry, 
our Faith , which is ſufficient to oblige us wit 
to an external adoration of Jeſus Chriſt in Wl 
the Hoſt. | 

0, To thisI reply, That there 1s a two- 
fold glory of God, and of Jeſus Chriſt ,or 
of his Manhood , viz. the one cflential, in- 
ternal, and hid from our ſcnſcs 3 the other 
accidental , external and apparent to our 
ſenſes: the cfſential and internal glory of 
God which 1s hid from our ſenſes, contiſts 
in the eminence of his perfections,whichare 
to be infinite, almighty, moſt wiſe, &c. and 
the accidental and extcraal glory of God, 
which appears to our fſenfes , confifts in 
ſome miraculous and extraordinary eff, 
which is ſenſible 3 as when God cauſed # 
Buſh to burn without being conſumed, 
when he pronounced his Oracles from a- 


man , and having manifeſted himfelt in the th 
flcſh , he commanded the Winds and the od! 
Waves, caſt out Devils, raiſcd the. dead , tic 
ec. But I affirm that we are not obliged IÞ tf 
to worſhip God with an external adoration Fj an 
in all places where he is, in his cſſential cer 
and internal glory only, although it appears #); + 
to our Faith , bccauſe God being cvay he it 
where with this cfential, and intcrnal glo- Flick 
| mr 
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5, we ſhould be obliged to worſhip him 
with an cxternal adoration in Trces, in 
aſts, yea and in Devils too, which is ab- 
furd; But we are only obliged to worſhip 
od with cxternal worſhip in all places 

where he makes his eſſential and internal. 
glory appear by ſome accidental and extcr- 
tmal glow, viz. by ſome miraculous or 
xtraordinary <ftet , which is ſenſible, and 
quivalent to a ray of his efſential and in- 
eral glory, as appears by what is ſaid in 
he firſt Propoſition, In like manner the 
xerſonal union of the Godhead and Man- 
ood, being an cfſential glory of Jeſus 
briſt , and an internal glory. of his Man- 

vod , wholly hid from our ſenſes, doth 
Wot oblige us to the external adoration of 
Jeſus Chriſt ,, although it certainly appears 

0 our Faith , except it be accompanied 
vith an external and ſenfible glory for 
W! the cſſential and internal glory of the 
odhead and divine Perſonof Jeſus Chriſt, 
hich appcar <qually preſent to our Faith 
i the Watcr of Baptiſm, do not oblige us 
0an extcrnal adoration of Jcſus Chriſt , 
Xccpt 1t be accompanicd with an accidcn- 
a, external and ſenſible glory; why ſhould 
te internal glory of Chriſts Manhood , 
ich is infinitely beneath the eſſential and 
internal 
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internal glory of the Godhead, and appears 
preſent to the Faith of thoſe of the Romif 
Church, oblige them to the external ady- 
ration of Jeſus Chriſt, if it be ſeparated 
fromall external and f{cn{1ble glory ? Tothis 
I add, That according to the doctrine and 
practice of the Romiſh Church ,. we arc nt 
obliged to adore Jclus Chritt with extermil 
adoration in all places where the perſonal 
union of the Manhood with the Word, ap- 
pears to the Faith of thoſe of that Church; 
for we are not obliged to adore }cſus Chri 
in that Hoſt which a Prieſt hath new!y (wal- 
lowed ; nor in that Hoſt which is lockt up, 
nor in that Hoſt which a Prieſt carrics ln 
dcr his Cloak to a fick perſon in the Coun 
try 3 although the ci{untial glory of Jelus 


Chriſt , and the intcrnal glory of his Ma,” 


hood ( which this J-ſuite makes to conkil 
in the perſonal union of the Manhood with 
the Word ) appear certain to the Faith 0 
thoſe of the Romiſh Church. 

10, To this the Jcſuite anſwers , That 
as if we would obtain any grace from God 
conſidered as he really exilts in a ſtone, we 
thould be obliged to proftrationiand exterſ 
nal worſhip of the Godhead really preſcnt 
in that ſione: ſo, it we would obtain any n 
grace from Jc{us Chriſt really exilling'y hs 


or the Maſs dead and buried. 6&9 


the Hoſt, we are obligcd to approach unto 
t with reverence, and cxternal adoration; 
and conſequently we are obliged to wore 
hip Jeſus Chriſt in the Hoſt with extcy- 
ml adoration whenſoever we would ot - 
tin any grace from him, as he exiſts in 
the Hoſt. 

11, To this Treply, That as we are ne- 
er obliged to beg, grace of God , as heex- 
is in a ſtone, except he diſcovers ſome beam 
o his glory therc, ( for it is ſuthcient to beg 
race of God, conlidercd as he exiſts 'in 
heaven, where he appears 1n his glorious 
Mjefty , according to the command of Je- 
ſus Chriſt , when ye pray , ſay , Our Father 
phich art inqeaven , and according to the 
ummand of the Apoliles , lift vp your 
karts ) ſo we are never obliged to beg 
ace of God or Jeſus Chriſt , conſidered 
cxiſting in the Hoſt, becauſe he diſcovers 
b ray of his glory there 3 but it1s ſufhcient 
0 beg grace of God or Jeſus Chriſt, con- 
> 1 Fired as exiſting in heaven , becauſe he 
ways appears there in his glorious Maje- 
'j; Thercfore as we arc never obliged to 
& prace of God , confidercd as exitting 
n altone.,, ſo we are never obliged to adore 


> in there: and as weare never obliged to 
8 grace. of God or Jeſus Chriſt , conti- 
| dcred 
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dcrcd as exiſiing in the Hoſt, ſo weare ne 
ver obliged to adore him there with exter{Wbo 
na] adoration. Ch 

12, Tothis the Jcſuit anſwers, That Col 
hath done many miraclcs by this Sacrament, 
and in it , both by puniſhing prophane per-$Go 
ſons , and the deſpiſcrs of it 3 and alſoly 
making a little child appear upon the AltarWihe 
or fleſh 'in ſtead of the bread , or blood in 
{tead of the wine all which ought to be 


acknowledged as ſo many rays of the glonſiſſecc 
_ of Chriſtts Manhood, and that they eve 


obligeus to the external adoration of Jcſw 
Chritt in the hoſt. ; In 

13. To thisI reply , That I donot atal 
doubt but that God hath , many tines 
puniſhed prophane perſons , and the con-iiff 
temners of this Sacrament , both ordinar-W 
ly and cxtraordinarilyz for St. Paxl 1 Co 
I1, tellsus that many of thoſe that did re-W# 
ceive this Sacrament unworthily , wer 
lick , and many 1lept , that is, were dead: 
and St. Cyprian in the Treatiſe of thoſe that” 
fall, obſerves Gods judgment againtt wif 
ked and prophane perſons , and the corr-## 
temners of this Sacrament, But as forff'% 
thoſe apparitions of Jeſus Chriſt in form al 
a child , and of ficſhand blood , e&c. 110 


on them as fabulous forics invented y 
| Mon 
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.MYonks and other ſuperſtitfbus pcrſons , a- 
bove ſeven or eight hundred years after 
Chritt , when the Doctrine of the real pre- 
{cnce of Chrifts Manhood in the Hoſt, began 
toprevail , and was powerfully oppoſed by 

MGods people in thoſe days. | 
14. Secondly , I fay, That although 
there had been ſuch apparitions yet we muſt 
not infer from thence , either the preſence 
of Chriſts Manhood. or external adoration 
becauſe that is not Chriſts fleſh which ſeems 
obe ſo; and theſe apparitions may be 1]- 
lfons of the Devil. The Jeſuit Vaſquez 
in Diſtt. 193. chap. 2. ſpeaks thus, T1 
aſver , That mhich appears is not the fleſh of 
Chrift, nor of any other that is really fleſh 3 
wt it is only an Effigies, or appearance of 
Mp; as St, Thomas ſaith: and whereas the 
mhle are deceived. and do belicve that Chriſt 
ſh is there in a diviſible and bloody manner, 
t is no great maiter , and this deceit muſt be 
rected by the right inſtruction of the Do+ 
lors, Gabriel Biell , a famous Doctor of 
fie Romiſh Church , Leſſon 51. upon the 
anon of the Maſs, ſaith , that ſuch appa- 
tons of fleſh and blood may be made by the 
Wfons of the Devil, to deceive the fimple , 
204 permitting it to be ſo > and he gives an 
xXamplc of It, 2/Z. That in a Convent of 
Minor 
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Min Friers at Yccnncs in Thuringia, 4 
certain perſon like unto an Angel , appeared 
to a: Lay-Fricr that was preparing himſi 
for the Communion, and thruſt into his man) 
a piece of fleſh, which as ſoon as he bad ſwal 
lowed , he was puſſeſſed , and grievonſly tar 
mentcd by the Devil, The Jeſuit Smarty, 
Tom. 3. Diſþ. 55. Seda. 3. ſpcaks thus, Ex 
perience tells us that by length of time this fi 
' and his blood which appear in the Eucharit, 
are Changed and corrupted, But when this 
happcns , ſaith that tamous Romſh Dot 
Alexander Hales, Sent. 4. Qweſt. 11. It 
a ſen that the apparition which was matt 
in that form , was not made by the power ( 
God , but by the power -of the Devil , or 
the craft of man, 

15. Thirdly, If it were as true as it 
talſc, that Jeſus Chriſt hath appearcd ſome- 
timcs in the Sacrament of the Euchariliin 
the form of a little child, or of ficſh and 
of blood; yet I ſay, that as God, when 
he appcarcd to Moſes in the Buſh that bum 
cd without: being conſumed, was tobe 
worſhipped there, tor this only reaſon» bt 
cauſe he diſcovercd a beam of his glory by 


Or 
ly; 
Ir 


cauſing the Buſh to burn without being © 


conſumed but it doth not follow that God 


muſt be worſhippcd i 1 all other Bulbs 


thoug! 
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though he be as really in them as he was in 
that. for this only reaſon, becauſe hedoth 
not diſcover in them any ray of his glory : 
op, if Jclus Chriſt hath ſometimes ap- 
Mpcarcd vitibly in the Hoſt (which I -do not 
erant ) I think then he ſhould have becn 
worlhippcd , becauſe of ſuch a viſible ap- 
pearance, Which 1s cquivalent to a ray 'of 
pory 3 but it follows not that Jeſus Chritt 
uſt be adored in other Hoſts, where his 
anhood appears not , though it be rcally 
icre,, for this only reaſon, becauſe no, ray 
dt his glory appears therc. 

16, To the three foregoing Propoſitions 
add this Argument, which 1s very conſi- 
able: In Jawful adoration jt is requilite 
tt he that adores , be well aſſured that 
Fat he adorcs is the true God, clſe he 


"me-Wiy jultly be rcproached, as Jcſus Chriſt 
ut nFproached the woman of Samaria, Te wor- 


ye know not what. But the Romaniſts 
an ncver be aſſured ( according to their 
uit Wn maxims ) that the Hoft which they 
to eFForſhip is the true God 3 and they have 
1» be-Wlways cauſe to ſuſpect that they worſhip 
ry by norſel of Bread in ſtead of the Redecm- 
YCng T of the World 3 becauſe according to 
ar own PoCtrine, the real preſence of 
(iS Wirits body in the Hoſt CUPS » 1 AV 

5 2 


J 
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tu} conſecration and lawful conſccration 
depends on the quality of the Priett, and 
on the pronouncing of the words of conſe 
cration , and on his intention in pronou 1 
cing them 3 for there is no conſccration (ali; 
thcy ſay, ) when cithcr he that cclcbraty 
Maſs is no Pricſt , or doth not pronound 
the words that are cfſcntially requiſite t 
conſecration , viz. this ;s my body , WC. ( 
doth not pronounce them with intentia 
to conſccratez and conſcquently in thek 
caſts the Holt remains mecr bread. By 
It is impolble certainly to know theſe thre 
things : For as tor the quality of the Pricl 
he muſt have bcen baptizcd 3. and he tha 
baptized him muſt have obſerved the & 
{cntial form of Baptiſm , and have hadi 
tention to baptize him : Again , he mull, 
have received Ordination from a truc ck 
thop 3 and the Biſhop mult have obſerva F 
the eſſential form of Ordination, and ha, © 
had intention 'to make him a Prielt 3 
to make this Biſhop a true Bithop, he ml 
have been baptized in due form , and wi 
the requilite intention , and mult have ! 
ccived Ordination in due form, and wit 
the rcquilite intention from other Bilnop 
ard they again,ſor the making them true ,, - 
ſbops , mnlt alſo have received Baptiſm 
| Ordinati 
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0:dination in due form, and with the re- 
quiſite intention , from other true Biſhops, 
ind theſe from others , and fo back to the 
Apoſtles. But who can be affured that 
from the Apoſtles -to a Biſhop-, or Prielt , 
now adays, there hath been no failing , ct- 
ther in the eſſential form of Baptiſm or Or- 
lnation , or in the requiſite intention? As 
for the pronouncing of the words requiſite 
l* conſecration , none but the Pric!t can 
'p Wow whether he hath pronounced them 
vol bot > becauſe in the celebration of the 

as, thoſe words are pronounced fo ſoit- 
hol» bat no perſon preſent can hear them. 
- of* #5 for the intention, it 15 evident that 
4 ſe nan but himtelt can know it. Be- 

des, It is known that ſome Prieſts are 
<3 iclans , as Lewis Goffredi ,agnd other 
cont cxed Prictts, who doneither conſecrate 
Tu | cue form, nor with the requilite inten- 
' Mn, cſpecially ſuch as bclieve nothing of 
ut they proteſs 3 yea, divers Monks and 
&ts that have been converted to our Re- 
ve > have aſſured us that for a Jong time 
1 wi "Te ticir converfion they did abhor the 
hop try that was practifcd in the adoration 
BE Hoh Judge then it ſuch perſons 
Ute had any intention to conſccrate in 
& CllOration of the Maſs. 
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17. The Romiſh Doors have ſought al 


the remedics imaginable to prevent this 
danger. Pope Adrian Duet. 3. ſpeaks thus: 
* In the adoration of the Euchariſt, there is al- 
ways a tacite condition , viz. if the conſecrs 
tion be duly made, ( as hath been decided at 
the Council of Conſtance _) otherwiſe thy 
could not be 7th from idolatry , that wi 
ſhip the Hoſt when the Prieſt pretends to Ce 
lcbrate , but Celebrates not 3 or pretends tu 
Celebrate, and is no Prieſt, as it many timts 
happens, Obſerve theſe words, it may 
times happens}, tor they ſhew that theres 
great cauſe of doubting , and that much 
caution mult be uſcd. For, as 1t a we 
man. in her husbands abſence, ſhould lay 
a may that comes to her, and tells hah... 
he is her husband, ( and ſhe hath probable; 
.grounds to ſuſpect him ) If thou art m 
 busband T will receive thee, and thereupon 
cndcavours to clear it before the admits him 
' to any privacy 3 this condition frecs ht 
© promiſe from blame but if ſhe gives haſh... 
{clf up to him, before ſhe clears this dout 
ſaying , I will receive thee if thou art my bi 
ban, this condition doth not free her ad 
on trom blame , but the will be reputeda 
adu]tereſs, Evcn ſoit a man to whomaly 


Holt is. propoſed to be adored, and hc * 
rcalo 
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raſon to doubt whether it ought to be a- 
dored , ſhould only ſay , IF thou art Chrijt 
I will adore thee, and ſhould not adore it 
before he be well aſlurcd of it , this con- 
dition would render him blameleſs 3 but it, 
notwithſtanding his doubt , he adores it, 
this condition , if thous art Cynvriſt , I adore 
t:9, doth not exempt him from the crime 
of Idolatry 3 for to what purpoſes Is the 
crdition , whether it be tacite, or expreſt, 
I adore thee if thou art Chriſt , becauſe he 
:Qually adores it , without knowing whe- 
ther it be {ofor not. 

18. To what hath been ſaid, Iadd, That 
the Primitive Church never adored the Hoſt, 
vor believed that the body and blood of 

hriſt were really and invilibly in the Sa- 
nment of the Euchariſt 3 for 1f the Chri- 
ans of the Primitive Church had be- 
eved it, they had furniſhed the Heathens 
"Wi ſpccions pretences to excuſe the Ido- 
"Wy of their Image-worſhip, and to rc- 
rt upon the Chriſtians thoſe very argu- 
- which they had made uſe of again} 
em, 

19. Firſt, The Heathens did maintain 
lat their Idols were compoſed of two 
lings, viz. of a viſible Image and and in- 
Mole Deity dwclling in it. They bring 

EF» 


3 ' their 
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their gods , ſaith St. Chriſoſtom in Theodore 
in Atrep , into their baſe images of wood and 
ſtone, and fput them up there as in a priſm, 
Your gods , ſaith Arnobius , Book 6. dwellin 
Plaifter and. Baked Earth ; and, that theymy 
makbe theſe materials more venerable, they ſuf- 
fer themſelves to be ſhut up, and to reman 
hid and detained in an obſcure Priſon. But 
might not the Heathens have juſtly replied 
to the Ancicnt Chriſtians , if they had be- 
lieved what ' the Romiſh Deftors do now 
adays. And do not you believe the ver 
{ame of your Hoſt, that it is compoſed of 
two things, viz. of the viſible ſpecies 
bread , and the inviſible body of Chrift, 
which is hid under-the ſpecies ? Doth not 
your Chriſt dwell in baked dough , and 
that he may make a picce of bread more 
vencrable , doth he not ſuffer himſelf tobeMhet 
ſhut up , and doth he not remain hid, asinWi i: 
a” Priſon ? 4 

20, Secondly, The Heathens held tnatMdet 
conſecration was the means whereby then; 
Dcity , which they adorcd, was made pie-iſthe 
ſent in the In.age. So Tertwllian in Wins 
Adolog. chap. 12. 1aith » I find nothing to fifthe 
ject agent Images, out that the matter of thei - 
is ſuch as our Frymg-pans and Kettles "tyre 


mad: of , which changetb its deſtiny by coll tha 
eration 
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ration, And Minntins Felix ſpeaks thus of 
2 Pagan Image, Behold it 1s melted ,' forged, 
Wl hind, and yet is not God ;, behold it ts 
'miiided, finiſhed, erected, and yet is not God 3 
1) Wl bebo!d it is adorned , conſecrated , and wor- 
- Wl hirted., and then it is God, And Arnobius 
an WF in Book 6. Dedication or Conſecration makes 
Dut them drvell in Images , they refuſe not to dwell 
ied WM in þabitat ions of Earth , or rather , being 
be- Wl firced to go into- them by the right of Dedi- 
1 cation, they are incorporated , and joined to the 
on) i Images. But might not the Heathens have 
d of replied to the Chriſtians thus. We thnd 
S fit juſt fo in your Euchariſt , viz, that the 
lt, Wfens are of the ſame matter with: our- 
not common Bread and Wine., but change their- 
ad Wkftiny by conſecration 3: behold it is knea-- 
nore Wided , and moulded, and yet it is not God 3 
ove Whchold it is baked in the Oven, and yet 
a5 Wits not God; behold it is conſecrated and 

adored, and then it is God 3 for your Chriſt 
th not refuſe to cntcr into theſe earthly 
mitters, or rather , being forced to go into: 
hem by the right of conſecration , he 1s 
Acorporated and joined to the ſpecics of 
the Bread and Wine. 

21. Thirdly, The Heathens had both: 
feat and little Images , and did believe 
hat the Deity which they worſhipped ,. 

E. 4 Was 
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was as well in the little as in the preat 
cnes. Arnobius in Book 6. jears them for 
this , ſaying, that, JF their Gods had thin 
great and little Images in which they dwell 
tney muſt necds be flraightned for want i 
room in the little ones , whereas in the great 
ones they might ſtretch themſelves out at ther 
fel] length. But might not the Heathens 
have reproached the Chriſtians of thoſe 
times in the ſame manner 1t they had be- 
lieved that Jeſus Chritt had been wholh 
contained as well in a little Hoſt as ina 
ereat one, and as well in the leaſt part 
the Hoſt as in the greateſt ? 

22, Laſtly, The Heathens were reproacl- 
ed tor worſhipping Wood and Stone , the 
work of mens hands things that canne 
f{ce, hear, ſmell, taſte , breath, ſpeak, or 
moves things cxpoſcd to age, ruſt , cor 
Tuption, dult, falling, breaking , burning 
&-c. to the injurics of Worms , Mice, and 


other Beaſts 3 ſubje& to the power of Ent- 


nics, to be ttoln, Jockt up , &Cc. as yo 
may read in Arnobius , LanGantius , Mi 
nutits Felix , and other ancient Doctors 0 
the Church. But if thoſe ancicnt Chrlli 
ans had bclicvcd what the Romanitts no 

do, might not the Heathens have replic 


thus » And can you deny that the Hoſt whic 
| you 


| 
l 
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2 worſhip is the work of a mans hands, 

that moulded: it , and gave it ſuch a form 

s pleaſed him, and then conſecrated it. 

with certain words to make your Chrilt 

me into it it whole and entire ? Do not 

jou adore your Hoſt , which neither ſees , 

por hears , nor ſmells, nor breaths., nor 

ralks, nor-ſpeaks, nor moves ? Is not your 

Bot ſubject to age , duſt, felling, buraing, 

to Worms , to Mice, and other Beaſts? Is 

t not ſubje& to be taken away, ſtolen, lock 

w, &c. But if it be ſaid that the accidents 

ff the Hoſt are only ſubject to theſe incon- 

eniences , and. not Jeſus Chriſt that is un- 

er them , Tanſwer that the Hcathens had 

id the ſame, viz. that their Gods were 

vt ſubje& to theſe inconveniences, but the 

ages only in which they were; for in 

cor-rrbins his 6, Book, they ſpeak thus : Je. 

DF "ive not the Copper , Gold, and Silver, where- 

nd f the Images are made, to be Gods and Dei-- 

Jer, that of themſelves deſerve adoration 3, 

t in theſe materials we adore thoſe that ſa- 

vid dedication introduceth, and cauſcth to. 
rel in the Images. 
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ISAT LIST 


CHAP. VI. 
Apainſt the taking away of the Cup, 


1. F* He taking away of the Euchariſiial 
Cup was eſiabliſhcd as an Articledf 
Faith by the Remiſh Church Reprecſcntive, 
aſſembled in Council at Conſtance, Am 
1415. Sefton 13. in a Canon, the chid 
clauſes whereof are theſe : Seeing that inds 
vers parts of the World there be ſome who raſh 
iy preſume to ſay , that Chriſtian people ought 
#0 partake of the Sacrament of the Eu 
riſt under both ſpecies of the Bread and Win 
and do give the Communion to Lay. people, 
not only under the ſpecies of the Bread, but as 
fb wnder the ſpecies of the Wine this preſm 
holy general Council of Conſtance, lawfully i 
ſembled in the name of the Holy Ghoſt , bin 
defirous to provide for the ſafety of the fat" 
ful againſt this errour , doth therefore declt 
decree, and determine , that althougb ju 
Chriſt did adminiſter this venerable Sacramen 
to his Diſciples under both the ſpecies of Þrea 
and Wine, and although in the Primit 
Church- the Faithful. did receive this Say 
ment under both ſpecies , yet not writhfLandl | 
| þ 
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that (C for the avoiding of certain dangers and 
(nndals ) this cuſtom, which was introduced 
with reaſon , ought to be kept , viz. that Prieſts 
tht ſry Maſs ſhall communicate under both - 
the ſpecies of the Bread and Wine, but that 
Lay-rerſons ſhall communicate under t he ſpecies 
o Bread only : and they that ſhall ſay the 
cntrary , ought to be expelled as Hereticks , 
a4 prievonſly puniſhed by the Biſhops, or their 
0fcizls, This Canon was- confirmcd by. 
the fuccceding Romiſh Councils , and parti-- 
cularly by the Council of Trent. 

2, Againſt ſo horrible a Canon and ſo - 
range a Law, it 1s very difficult to oppoſe 
any thing 3 for, if: you tell them that this- 
Law is contrary to the Inſtitution and com-- 
rand of Jeſus Chrift , they trecly confeſs: 
It; ſccing that although Jeſus Chriſt did. 
ntitute and adminifter the Eucharitt under; 
both ſpecics,, yet they will not have it. ſo) 
pactifed. If youtell them that: this Law. 
bcontrary to the command of St. Paul; and: 
practice of the Primitive Church, they in-- 
gnouſly own it 3: for they openly declare. 
"at although the Faithfulin the Primitive. 

hurch did receive the Sacrament of the: 
Lichariſt under both ſpecies, yet they that 
W:tiſc it thus ought to be expelted and! 

Poniihed as Hereticks, This is the true. way, 

ate 
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. and his Apoltks, and following the pri- 


ot ending all Controverſics, and of keey- 
ing us {rom diſputing with them. Forex- 
ample, It we alledge that St. Parl 1 Tim, 
4. faith , that they who forbid to marry, and 
command to abſtain from meats , do teach thy 
dyarines of Devils; they need only anſwer, 
That although St. Paul doth ſay (o, yet we 
mult not believe it, becauſe the Rom 
Church hath determined otherwiſe. Again, 
It we alledge » That the ſame Apolile E- 
pheſ. 2. ſaith, that we are ſaved by grace, 
through faith, and that not of our ſelves, its 
#he gift of God. not of works , leaſt any man 
ſhould boaſt, they nced only anſwer, That 
although this was written by the Apolile, 
yct we muſt not believe it, bccaule the 
Romiſh Church hath determined , that we 
are ſaved by works and faith as coming 
from our ſelves, and from the ſtrength 
our own free will, &c. And now I av 
you to judge whom we ought to follow, 
whether theſe lying Doctors , or. Jclus 
Chriſt and his Apoltles. But that whict 
I find utterly inſupportable is this , 14 
that they accuſe of raſhneſs > errour , and 
herefie, thoſe that by obeying Jcſus Chuill 


ice of the Primitive Church , do attum 


that we ought to partake of the Cup 3 
Wc 
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well as of the Bread. Again, I tindit an 
ex- MY inſuffcrable picce of impudence, that they 
i'm, Wl boaſt ſo much of antiquity, and of the con- 
and MR formity of their Creed to that of the Pri- 
th MI nitive Church , and yet can fo openly rc- 
ver, MI ounce both in. this chict -and principal 
we  roint of doctrine. | 

ni} 3. Here the Romiſh Doctors now adays 
ain, Wink to ſhclter themſelves 3. by telling us 
E- Mit is truc that Jeſus Chriſt did inſtitute the 
ace» Micrament of the Euchariſt under both the 
it is Ml {pccics of the Bread and Wine 3 and that 
an MWihe Primitive Church did ſo celcbrate ic, 
hat Woot by any expreſs command of Jeſus 
(ile, Cnr and his. Apotiles, but meerly by Ec- 


the MWGclialtical policy , which may be changed, 


we W's (cvcral occations and circumſtances re- 
ing Wire. And they add , That it is futhcient 
1 of Mo ob{crve that which is of the cflcnee of the, 
ave FWcramicnt,vrz, to receive the body and blood 
ow, Wit Chritt ; but that the Church may change 
lat which is accidental, viz. to rcccive them 
uder both the ſpccics , or under one ſpecics 
Wly 3 for they will have it, that the blood of 
brit is under the ſpccics of the Pread , by 
Wrconmitance , and that his bocy is under 
lie ſpccics of the Wine by concor.mitance 3 
Kcauſe Jcſns.Chritt being now glorious, his 
wdy nd blood cannot be ſ{cparatcd. 

4. To 
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4. To this I reply, Firſt, T hat there is an 
expreſs command of Jeſus Chriſt to take 
the Cup and drink, St. Matth. 26, in thel: 


cu= as oo. 


words , drink ye all of it. To this the RW? 
miſh Do&tors anſwer ,* T hat the word alli b 
not extended to all mens for then we" 
ſhould ſay that the Enchariſtical Cup ought j 


to be given to Turks , Fews, and all otha 
Infidels. And they add, that the word al 
doth not extcnd to all thoſe that arc of the 
body of the Church of the Elect, tor the 
the Euchariftical cup ſhould be given tolit- 
tle children, whom God hath cle&cd to 
etcrnal lite : But ſay they, the word all is 
extended only to all thoſe , to whom Jeſus 
Chrilt gave the cup, 2:2. to the Apolile, 
confidercd as they were Paltors. 

5, To this I reply, That although Jeſus 
Chriſt gave this command to drink of the 
Eucharittical cup to his Apoſiles only, ytt 
we mult know in what quality they received 
this command. But it was not in the qua- 
lity of Apoſtles, for then none but Apottls 
could partake of the cup 3 and there being 
now no more Apoſtlcs, it ſhould be quite 
taken away, and ſo Maſs could be no more 
celebrated, And it was not in quality 0 
Paſtors , or ſacrificing Prietts 3 tor Jus 
Chritt was then the only Sacriticcr , as the 
Romth 


= =, = 
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Romiſh Doftors ſay , and the Apoliles did 
not then exerciſe the Function of ſacri- 
hcing Prieſts, Beſides, it belongs to Paltors, 
7, Wind thoſe that adminiſter the Sacraments, 
11i; MI bcing publick perſons to give , but to pri- | 
. {MW vate perſons to receive only : But the A- 
oht poſtles in the celebration of the Eucharitt, 
her (I did only receive of Jeſus Chriſt their Ma- 
1 1M er and Paſtor: Therctore they « reccived 
2 Mile command to drink of the cup, as they 
hen WM vere Believers. Whence it follows that 
Mic. 4! the faithful that partake of the Sacra- 
1 tg cnt of the Euchariſt , are obliged by the 
11 is {command of Jeſus Chriſt to drink ot the 
cup, So then the Romiſh Doctors are mi- 
mken when they tell us that none but 
Prieftts that ſacritice , have a right to drink 
df the cup, and that thoſe Prictis that do 
Ot facrihice , muſt communicate under the 
pecics of the bread only , tor at that time 
ne Apoſtles did not facritice. To this may 
& addcd, that if the command of Jeſus 
Uhritt, drink, ye all of it , was ſpoken to 
Paltors only , becauſe they to whom Chrilt 
bake were Paſtors 3 then it follows that 
tne command of Jeſus Chritt , Take, eat, 


 qut- 
otlcs 
being, 
quite 


more | : 
ity of Þſ'9s ſpoken to Pattors, becauſe they to whom 
IEE jelus Chritt {pake were Paſtors and ſo the 


Fople will not be obliged by any command 
[90 


$ the 
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to communicate under the ſpecies of the 
bread, and: conſequently will be wholy de- 
prived of the Sacrament, which is very ah- 
{urd and contrary to Chriſtian Religion, 
6, Sccondly, I ſay, That in 1 Corn, 
there-is an expreſs command to all the 
Faithful to drink of the cup, in theſe words, 
Let a man examine himſelf , and ſo let bimet 
of this bread, and drink of this cup. In 
which words the Apoſtle ſpeaks to all Be- 
licvcrs , who, no doubt , have caule tocx- 
amine themſelves. And this is apparent, 
becauſe St. Paul dircits his Epitile ( and 
conſequently theſe words ) to all thoſe of i 


the Church of Corinth , as well Lay-men 


as Ecclcliaſtical 3 for in chap. 1. verſe 2. he 
dirccts it to all that in every place call upm 
the name of Feſus Chriſt our Lord, To this 
I add, That Jcſus Chritt doth not only fay, 
as often as ye eat this bread, but alſo, as often 
as ye drink, this cup ye do ſhew the Lui 

death till he come; G that we do as much © 
cammemorate Chritts death by partaking 
of the cupin the Eucharitt , as we do by 
partaking of the. bread. And this 15.v&) 
propcr , tor ſceing that not. only the body 
of Chriſt was broken , but alſo his blood 
thed ou the Croſs 3 and that in every ptr 


Pitiation and cxpiation. for. fin , the cu 
c 


— 
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of blood was very conhiderable ( becauſe it 
le. Wrcpreſents death better then any thing clſc 
ab. MWdoth ) it is certain that they do not celebrate 
the memory of Chrifts death as they ought, - 
q, Mita; do not partake of this part of the Sa- 
the Mcrament , whereby only we commemorate 
ds Mii: fuſion of Chritts blood. 

7, Thirdly, I ſay, that in the diſpute a- 
bout the Eucharitt .,, our Adverſarics do al- 


In 

Be. Midge to us the words of Jeſus Chrift in 
ex- Mp. 6. of St. Fobns Goſpel, Except ye drink, 
nt, WW": blood of the fon of man , ye have no life wt 
and W's. Why then do they deprive the peo- 


ple of life , by taking the cup from them 
and hindering them from drinking? And 
he Wt 15 not at all co the purpoſe here to alledge 
po ncommitance , and to tell us that by 
this Making Chrifts body under the ſpecics of the 
ſay, F'cad , we take his blood alfo, becaule 'tis 
ofien Flcparable from his body, For , to this I 
dg Wlwcr, Firſt, That to take Chrifts blood 
ch MW taking the Hoſt, is not to drink it : But 
cus Chriſt ith expreſly , Except aman 
nk his blood he hath no. life in him. Sc- 
ondly, I ſay, That although in ſome places 
dy the body , ſhould be meant the bodyand 
ood too » yet it could not be in thoſe 
pro- laces where a manifeſt diſltin&tion is made 
zhon Ewen the body and the blood 3; Bur in 
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the Sacrament of the Euchariſt this diftis- 
ction 1s very apparent 3 tor Jeſus Chrili gay 
tirſt the Sacrament and ſign of his body, i 
thcſc words , Take eat, this is my body pphil 
is broken fer yout > and then {ſeparately the 
Sacrament ot his blood ,, in theſe word; 


Drink ye all of it , for this is my blood, whid| 


x ſed for you. And he not only ſpeaks d 
them ſeparatcly, but repreſents them as re 
ally ſeparated in his death, for he faith, 

body broken for you ,, and my blood ſhed for yt 


In which words thereis no place for conc 


mitancez for the body broken by diver 
wounds doth not contain the blood, and the 
blood being fhed , is not contained in tht 
body. Alfo our Adverfarics affirm , tha 
the ſacramenta] words do operate tha 
which they fignifie 3 But by their own co 

teſſion, they {ignite the f{eparation 0 
Chriſis body from his blood , as Card.? 

ron acknowledgeth in his reply to the King 
of Great Britain, pag. 11C$, in theſe word 
The ſcope of the entireneſs of this Sacrament 


. is to put us in mind that this body and thi 


blood which we receive . were divided by 
death on the CroſT > whence St. Paul faith 
3s often as we eat this bread , and drink 1:8 
cup, we ſher the Lords death till be com 
Thirdly , I ſay, That as he that cats "y 
dipt 
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jipt in wine , hath - indeed wine in his 
2m routh , but doth not drink it 3 ſo he that 
y.[infſÞ%1d cat or {waJlow a conſecrated Holt , 
phi W0:1d not drink Chriſts blood , though it 
y the cre 1N Its 
ord: M$. Laſtly , I ſay , That ſeeing the Sacra- 
whitWecots were inſtituted to afſure us the more 
ke oft the truth of Gods promiſcs, and that all 
ac reMiur comfort depends on this per{ſwaſion , 
h, miſh-* all Gods promiſes are moſt true it 
r ji carily follows , that as much of the 
ncoWerament as is taken away , ſo much of 
liver Wi certainty of this perſwaſion 15 dimi- 
d thWilncd. And *tis to no purpoſe to ſay that 
n th" yart of the Sacrament dotn as miicn 
_ thaWnirm Gods promiſes as the whole Sa- 
thaKWament doth; for if it be fo, then God 
\ conÞ«h unneceſſarily inſtituted two Sacra- 
n ons; for it had been enough to have in- 
1. Per ted Baptiſm only , ſeeing it 1s ordain- 
King" to confirm Gods promiſes. But, it tor 
-ordsWich a confirmation two/Sacraments are bet- 
ment: then one, and if two pledges, and two 
14 this tor that purpoſe, are of more conle- 
þy higgence then one alone 3, then in one Sacra- 
(aith{ucnt allo , two figns are of more weight 
h thin one alone , tor the confirmation of 
come{cods promiſes. And ſceing it 15 faid 
bread Like 22, and 1 Cor. 11. that the cup is 
| the 


iſtine 


— — 


0% AGO ASS oo 
eyes CIS 
- - 
po — 
pd go 


rt — 
_ _ — 4 « —_—— « — a - 
Ch dtc den. nn SS ty ods 
= 


- CE mr ror 


IEEE Dec 
"many aye 
- hy F " ' " - = « ” _— 


| 
: 
: 
| 
; | 
: 
8 # 
? 
| 
: 
. 
: 
G 
i 
3 {1 
qt | 
: 
Ss 3 
if 
3 F 
8 
14 ©» 
MW: 
1 
| : 
: 
{| 


 — 
— 


OR 9 nr 
- - 


92 The Funeralof the Maſs, 


the New Teſtament , and the New Cove- 
nant in the blood of Chriſt , becauſe is 
the Sacrament of it , why then are people 
deprived of it ? 

9. As forthe 1maginary dangers and 
ſcandals which the Romiſh Doctors hind in 
pcoples partaking, of the cup, I ſay in ge 
neral, that Jeſus Chriſt ( in whom the 
treaſures of wiſdom are hid , and in whom 
the tulncſs of the Godhead divells bodi- 
ly ) foreſaw them as well as they 3 and 
yet he inſtituted and adininiſtred the cup, 
and commanded all to drink of it. And 
St. Paul who was extraordinarily inſpired 
by the Holy Ghoſt, doth ( notwithſtanding 


theſe pretended dangers-and ſcandals) con-W. 


mand the Corinthians, as well Lay perſons 
as Ecclctiaſtical, to drink of the cup, % 
hath been already proved. ; 
10. The hr inconvenience which our” 
Adverſarics tiad in pcoples. partaking offi 
the cup, is that they fear they may dip 
their mouſtachces in the Chalice, and (0 
the blood of Chriſt may remain on ſome” 
hair of the mouſtache 3 alſo they fear thit 
the ſpecies of the wine , and conſequent 
Chrilis blood , may fall to the ground, 
and being fallen it cannot be gathered up 


again. To 
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To thisT anſwer : Firſt , That Women, 
Eunuchs, and ſuch young mcn as have no 
kards, ought not to be excludcd. 

Sccondly,-It is better to be without Mou- 
aches then without the participation of 

e whole Sacrament. 

Thirdly, This inconvenience proceeds on- 
from a falſe ſuppoſition, iz. that Chriſts 
thod is under the ſpecics of the wine but 
f the Sacramcnt of the Euchariſt there be 
rothing but Bread and Wine in ſubſtance, 

d any of it ſhould fall to the ground ac- 
dentally, and not through any, fault of 
urs, this inconvenience 15 not great C- 
tough to violate the inſtitution and com- 
rand of Jeſus Chrift and his Apoſtles, 

11. The ſecond inconvenience 1s, T hat it 
6 almoſt impoſſible to obſerve this Law 
cre there is a great number of peopleand 
but one Pricſt. = 

To this I anſwer, Firſt > That in places 
acre there is much people, as in Cities, 
ltere are divers Prieſts. | 

Scondly , If one Prieſt be not enough, 
mthcr muſt be called from ſome ncigh- 
wuring placc. | 

Thirdly , That which cannot be done in 
nz day, muſt be done in two or three days, 
Rther then the command of Jcſus Chrift 


ſhould 


þ 
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fhould be violated, and the practice of the 
Primitive Church abandoned. 

12. The third inconvenience 1s, th; 
{ome have a natural antipathy, or aver 
to V/ine, and conſequently connot drink 
thecups: = yo. 

To this I anſwer, That becauſe corpor 
actions do depend on ccrtain natural pow 
ers, thcy are ſuppoſed to be commandet 
to thoſe that have natural powers prope 
to exerciſe thoſe ations , and tononeelk 
Forexample , The hearing of Gods Wor 
is not commanded to deaf perſons, butt 
thoſe that can hear it 3 but drinking « 
Wine is a corporal action, and therefor 
commanded to thoſc only that can drink 
it, So that if the cup muſt be taken tro 
all Lay-people, becaule ſome of them have 
a natural antipathy to Wine then thx 
preaching of the Goſpcl mult be taken tron 
Chriltians , becauſe ſome of them are deat 
and cannot hear it. 

13. The fourth inconvenience is , T 't 
there are ſome Countries where no Wind 
grows, as in Lapland, Norway, &C. | 

To this I anſwer Firit , That although 
no Wine grows in thoſe Countrics, yet ſom 
may be brought thither. 

Secondly , But it none can bc brouly 
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ithout being ſpoiled , and its form chan- 
xd, then it 15 better to ſubſtitute the or- 
linary drink of the Country in ſicad of 
\ine, | 

Thirdly , But it this common drink of 
eCountry may not be ſubſtituted inſtead 
f Wine, then they that cannot have Wine, 
bo abſtain from it , becauſe they are forced 
hereunto and 1t 15 neither 1mpudence nor 
tempt, to abſtain trom a thing corman- 
kd by Jeſus Chritt,when it 15 not to be had: 
ut to ordain that they that have wine in a- 
undance (hall abtiain trom the cup. 15 an in- 
uerable boldneſs. and a moti winchriftian 
onterpt of the Sacrament. 


VII. 


CH A.P. 
Againjt the Maſs, 


THe Maſs, according to the Romifh 

Doctors, is a Sacrifice of the Body 
KW Blood of Chriſt propitiatory for the 
"ot the living and dead 3 and (o it 1s de- 
med by the Council of Trent, Seſſion 22. 
eaintt ſuch a Maſs we might alledge all the 
guments already made uſe of again(t 
an{ubltantiation , aud ths pretended pre- 
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{cnce of Chritts body in the Holt ; for our 
Advecrſarics contc(s that thoſc reaſons whic 
detiroy Tranſubltantiation , and the pre 
tended preſcnce of Chrilts body in the 
Hott, do alſo detiroy the Maſs. But inthis 
Chaptcr we ſhall only uſe ſuch Arguments 
as arcdircctly againlt the Mafs, and dout 
tcrly deltroy it. 

2, The fhrit Argument 1s drawn fron 
tits, w/Z. that in the inſtitution and h 
cclcbration ot the Euchariſt , Jcſus Chri 
did not ſacrifice ;nor offer his body and 
blood to his Father, as appcars by whati 
mcntioncd in the three Evangclitts and 
polite St. Par , in which there 1s nott 
Icalt toot-ltep to be ſcen of a ſacrifice; 0 
oblation of Chriits body and blood. Thi 
Bellarmin conteficth in Book, 1. of the My 
chap. 27. in theſe words , The oblation wit 
1s made after conſccration ,, belongs to thc entire 
neſs of the Sacrament , but is not of its eſſence 
woich T prove , becanſe neither our Loid nor b 
Apoſtles , did make this oblation at the fil 
as we have demonftrated out of Gregory. T 
Jeſuit Salmeron in Tom. 13, of his Co 
Incentarics on the Epiſtles ot St. Pazel; mate 
a Catalogue of unwritten Traditions, 
which he puts the Ecclefraftical Hieraroh 
the worſhipping of Images , the Maſs, tle mi 
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gr of ſacrificing , and the tradition that Feſus 
Chriſt did offer a ſacrifice in the Bread ang 
Wire, Card. Baronizs in his Annals on the 
ar 53. freely confeſſeth that the ſacrifice 
f the Euchariſt is an unwritten Tradition. 
lirange thing that the Maſs , which is 
te foundation of the Romiſh Church ( for 
kk Dotors require nothing of the people, 
bit that they ſhould go to Maſs ) cannot 
x found to have been inſtituted or com=- 
anded by Jeſus Chriſt. And the truth 
;, if Jeſus Chriſt in the celebration of the 
ichariltt had offered unto God his Father 
ſxrinice of his Body and Blood, propitia- 
by for the fins of the living and dead, 
en there had been no nced that he ſhould 
we been ſacrihiced again on the Crols, 
cauſe , having alrcady cexpiated our fins 
the Cacritice of the Euchariſt, there was 
need he ſhould expiate them again on the 
ws, To this I add, that St. Pal, Epheſ. 
11, mentions the Ottices which Jeſus 
it Ictt his Church when he aſcended 
o Heaven, in theſe words ,, He gave ſome 
wtles, and ſome Prophets, and ſome Evange= 

1, and ſome Paſtors, and Teachers, but makes 

| mention at all of the Sacrificers of 


Fiſts body and blood, nor in 1 Tim. nor 


the Epiſtle to Titus , when he deſc ribes 
| ' the 
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the duty of Biſhops, Presbyters , and Dea- 
cons, without miaking the leaſt mentioneflll c 
this ſacrificing of Chriſts body and blood. ſl y 
3. The ſccond Argument 1s drawn tronffl t 
the dchinition of aSacriice, as it 1s givenuſiſ p 
by our Adverſarics, Card, Bellarmin inBullf « 
1, cf the Maſs, chap. 2. detines it thus: c 
Sacrifice 1s an external oblition made to Golf (| 
alone , whereby in acknowledgment of bumat þ 
infirmity, and the divine Majc(ty , the lawful ( 
Miniſter conſecrates by a myſtical ceremony, atk 
deſtroys ſomething that is ſenſible and perm 3, 
nent, From theſe laft words, viz. that th y 
Jawtul Minitter deſtroys fomcthing that 15 p 
ſcnlible, I torm two Arguments which dei bx 
tiroy the facrihce of the Maſs. ſp 
The firſt is this, In cvcry ſacrifice thalfl 6; 
thing ſacriticed mult fall under our {ooſcY c 
tor our Advcrfarics ſay it is a {cnlible thing 
But the body and blood of Chriſt, whi 
are pretended to be ſacriticed in the Mak 
under the accidents of the bread and wit 
do not tall under our ſenſes, as we find 
by cxpcricnce : Therefore the body ant 
blood of Chritt, which are pretended to 0 
under the accidents of the bread and wi 
arc not the thing ſacriticed. = the 
The ſccond Argument is this : In cve 


true ſacrifice the thing ſacrificed mult 
| utter 
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utterly deſtroyed 3 that is, it muſt be ſo 
changed , that it muſt ceaſe to be what it 
was bcfore, as Bellarmin faith in expreſs 
terms in the place above cited : But-in the 
pretended Sacrifice of the Maſs Chritts bo- 
dy and blood are not deltroycd , for Feſus 
Chrift dieth no more, Rom. 6, Lheretore in 
the pretended Sacrifice of the Maſs, the 
body and blood of Chriſt are not the thing 
ſacrificed, 


Book 1. of the Maſs, ch. 27. and other Ro» 
mh Doors anſwer, that Chritts body f1m- 
py is not the thing ſacrificed in the Maſs, 
but it is Chritts Body ,} as it 1s under the 
(pecics -of the bread 3 and that it 1s in re- 
krence to the ſpecies of the bread , that 
Chritis body is ſenſible and vitible. 
Sccondly, They anſwer that in the ſa- 


mn rc{pe&t of its ſacramental being, but not 
in reſpec&t of its natural being tor when 
It iscaten in the ſacrament it ceaſeth to 
be under the ſpecies of the bread. 

5. To theſe anſwers I reply, Firit, That 
Chriſt body is not viſible by the ſpecies of 
the bread , becauſe, as our Adverfarics ſay, 
that hides it from us, and hinders us from 
ing it, And although a ſubltance may 


iter! ; F 2 | be h 


4, To theſe two Arguments Bellarmin in 


aitice of the Maſs Chriſts body is defiroyed 


TOO «The Funeral of the Maſs, 


ve viſible, and cognizable by its accidents, 


yet It 1s never ſo by the accidents of ano- 
ther ſubſtance; and conſ{cquently Jeſus 
Chriſt may be ſaid to be vifible by his own 
accidents, but not by the accidents of the 
bread , which are juli alike both in the con- 
{ecrated and unconſecrated Hotts 3 and 'tis 
a ridiculous fhitt to ſay that Chritis body 
1s vilible under the ſpecies of the bread, 
becauſe that ſpecics is viſible 3 for as we 
cannot fee Wine that is in a Hog(head, be- 
cauſe we (ce the Hogſhead 3 and we can- 
not ſee Moncy that is in a Purſe cloſed, 
becauſe we ſec the Purſe 3 fo neither cay 
we ſcc the bodyr.undcr the ſpecics of the 
bread , becauſe we ſee the ſpecies 3 for as 
our Adverſarics fav, that ſpecies hinders us 
from ſccing it. = 

6. Secondly, Ifay, I hat by the ſacramen- 
tal being is underſtood, only an accidental 
being of Jeſus Chriti ( tor example his pre- 
ſence in the Sacrament ) or elſe belides thats 
is underſtood his ſubſtantial being too. It 
his ſubltantial being be alſo underttood({ce- 
ing the ſubltantial being of a thing 1s no- 


thing clf{c bur its ſubltance and nature) than 


it will follow that if Jeſus Chriſt be de- 
ſtroycd in the Sacrament of the Eucharilt 
in xcſpect_ .of his ſubſtantial being, he w_ 

alſo 
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allo be deſtroyed in reſpect of his natural 


bcing , which is contrary to what the A- 
polilc ſaith, Rom. 6. that Feſis Chrift dieth 
w more, If an accidental being of Jcſus 
Chriit be only underſtood ( for example, 
his preſence in the Sacrament )) then theſe 
abſurdities will follow, viz. 


Firſt, That the ſacrifice of the Maſs wilt 


be the ſacrifice of an accident only. and not 
of Jeſus Chritft, becauſe the preſence of Je- 
ſus Chriſt is not Jcſus- Chriſt himſelf, but: 
an accident of him. 


Secondly, It- will follow that the facri- 


tice of the Maſs, and that of the Croſs will 
nvt be the ſame facrifice in reference to the 
thing ſacrificed , becauſe Jeſus Chriſt, and 
his preſence arc not the ſame thing 3 Jeſus 
Chriſt being a ſubſtance , and his preſence 


a accident, which is contrary to the de-- 


alion of. the Council of Trent, which hath 


dtermincd that the ſacrifice of the Maſs;- 


nd that of the Croſs, are the ſame in re- 

krence to the thing ſacriticed. 
Thirdly , It will follow that the thing: 
which is deſtroyed in the Sacrament , 15 
bt the ſame with that, which was pro-- 
weed there , becauſe there is only an ac- 
dent detiroyed , whereas a ſubſtance was 
roduced by Tranſubſtantiation, it -is a 
FJ {\ub- 
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ſubſtantial converſion, as hath bcen uflici- 
ently proved, 

Fourthly, It will follow that the ſacrifice 
of the Maſs will be offcrcd in the Prictts ſio- 
wach only, bccauſe this preſence is not de- 
{roycd till the Pric{t hath catcn the Hoſt; 
and conſcquently, the ſacrifice of the Maſs 
will bc oftcrced attcr the Maſs, for this pre- 
tence 1s only dettroycd by the deſtruction 
of the accidcnts;6 commonly theſe accidents 
arc pot dettroyed till atter Maſs 1s faid, 

Fifthly, It will follow that the gultice of 
God will ccaſc to be the ſawe 3 tor whereas 
hcretotore it could not be ſ{atished but by the 
death ot Chriſt, and by the deliruction of 
his natural being 3 now God is appeaſcd,our 
fins expiated, and Gods juſtice ſatisfied by 
the deliruction of his facramental being only3 
tor they will have it,that the ſacrifice ot the 
Mats is propitiatory tor the tins of the living 
ahd the dead, 

7. The third Argument is drawn from 
theſe words of the Apotlile, Heb. 9. Almoſt al 
things are by the Law purged with bloud, and 
without ſhedding of bloud is no remiſſion: It 
was therefore neceſſary that the patterns of things 
in the Heavens ſhould be purified with theſe, but 
the beavenly things themſelves wah better acts 
fices than theſe, From which words I to 


telus 


this Argument. There isno propitiation, or 
remillion of fins without ſheding of bloud,; 
is the Apoltle ſaith: But in the Maſs 
there is no ſheding of bloud ( for it 


is called an unhbloudy facrifice :) There- - 


fore in the Maſs there is no propitiation or 
rmmittion of tins and cen{cquently no pro- 
"tiatory ſacrifice for fin. This Argument: 
may be thus confirmed : Under the Old le- 
lament there was no propitiation, Or purt= 
fication, without ſheding of bloud and the 
types of Heavenly things were ſo puriticd, as 
the Apoſtle ſaith, Heb. 9, Therctore under 
theNew Teſtament alſo there can be no pro- 
pitiation or purification without ſheding of 
doud, and heavenly things, being repreſent- 
&d by the legal types, mult be purihed by a 
more excellent ſacrifice, wiz. by the ſhed- 


ng of Chriſts bloud. And although the. 


dpolile uſeth the word Sacrifices in the plu- 
alnumber, yet we muſt underſtand the on- 


v Sacrihce of Chriſt on the Croſs 3 becaule. 


wicn one thing is oppoſed to many, It is 
ftcn expreſſed in the plural number as 
wicn Baptiſm, which is but one, is called 
bptiſs, Heb. 6. 2. But the only ſacrifice 
0 the Croſs of Chriſt in the Text above ci- 
kd, Hev.9.2 3.1 oppoſcd tgg#he old Sacritfices, 
Wich were Tipes & Figures of thcSacritice 
Uthc Croſs, T4 o, Ihe 
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S, The fourth Argument 1s drawn from 
the words of the Apotile, Heb. 10. 16, Thi 
5 the Covenant wyico T will make with them af- 
ter thoſe days ſaith the Lord, T will put my Lans 
into their hearts, and in their minds will I writ 
them, and their fins and iniquities will Is 
member no more, Now where remiſſion of thiſe 
is, there is no more offering for ſin. Whcencel 
torm this Argument : Where there is xcmif- 
hon of ſins there isno nced of an oblztion, 
or a propitiatory Sacrifice for {in , as the &- 
pottle faith, But in the Chrittian Church, 
by vertue of the New Teltament, or New 
Covcengat, confirmed by the bloud of Chrilt 
there 15 remilkon. of fins, Heb. 10, 16, 17, 
CThereto,e in the Ghriftian Church now 
1days, there .15'no need of an oblation, or 


f 'prop* clatoryS;Fritices. and conſequently no 
f neeazuy the fgritce of the Maſs. 


Fd 


12” 6, The tin Argument is drawn fromthe 


word-'AF the Apoſtle, Heb. 9. Feſus Chrit 


offereth not himſelf often, as the High Prieſt en- 


zereth into the holy place every year with tht 
bloud of others 3 for then muſt be of ten have ſuf- 


| fered from the foundation of the World, but 
* Inowy once inthe end of the World, hath he ap 
peared to put away ſin by the ſacrifice of himſelf 


Anu as 1 15 72poingy to men once t0 ate, but at- 
t, ſo Chriſt was ouce offered 


fl 


1» bear the ſins of many, and unto them that look, 
for him ſhall he appear the ſecond time without ſin- 
wito ſalvation. This is confirmed by the - 
words of the ſame Apoſtle, Heb.. 10. The 
Law having a ſhadow of good things to come 
and not the very image of the things, can never 
with thoſe Sacrifices which- they offered year by, 
war, continually make the comers therennto per= 
felt, for then would they not have ceaſed to be of 
fered, becauſe the worſhipers once purged, ſhould 
have had no more conſcience of fins. But'in thoſe 
aremembyance is made again of fins every year 3 
for it is not poſſible that the bloud of Bulls and 
if Goats ſhould take away fins, &c., And every 
High Prieſt (tandeth dayly miniſtring and offe- 
ring often times the ſame Sacrifices which can 
never take away fins > but this man aftcr he had 
offered one Sacrifice for fins, for ever ſate down 
a the right hand of God.. For by one: offering, 
he hath for ever perfected them that are ſandi- 
fed : which is conformable. to what he had 
add a little bctore, that we are ſandified by 
the offering of the Body of Feſus Chriſt once for 
d, From all which I 'torm theſe-Argu=- - 
ments. 
_ To. Firſt the old Sacrifices were reiterated, 
for the Apoſtle ſaith; that the high Prieſt enter- 
th into the hoty place every year with the bloud 
f-evers ; but the Sacritice of Jeſus Chriſt - 
| mult - 
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mutt not be reitcrated. for the ſame Apoſtle 
{aith that Feſis Chriſt offereth not himſelf often; 
and that he hath once appeared to put away ſin by 
the ſacrifice of himſelf: Therctore the ſacrifice 
of the Mats 1s not the Sacrince of the Croſs 
rclterated, or the rciteration of the Sacrihce 
of thcCroſs,as our advarſaries would have it, 
1x. Sccondly, The Apoſtle adding. elſe 
be ſhoul 1 of ten have ſuffered from the foundatim 
of” the World, Makcs it apparent that Chrif 
cannot be offered without ſuffering : For, as 
he that ſhould fay, this 1s not fire clſe it 
would be hot, doth neccffarily preſuppoſe 
that fre is hotzand as he that ſhould ſay he is 
no man clſe he would be rational, doth ne- 
ccſlarily preſuppolſe that man is not rational: 
{o when the Apoltle ſaith, that efirs Chrit 
effereth not himſelf often, otherwiſe he ſhould 
often have ſuffered, doth neceflarily preſup- 
poſe that Jeſus Chriſt cannbt offer himſelf 
without ſuffering : But Jeſus Chriſt dothnot 
ſuffer cvery day in the Maſs: Thereforc he 1s 
not offercd every day in the Maſs by the mi- 
niſtry of Priclis, | 
12, Thirdly, Theſe words, from ihe foun- 
dation of the World, are of great weight,for 
*tis as much as if the Apoſtle had aid, i 
the only Sacrifice of Chriſt on: the Croſsbe 
not ſathcient to take away fins which _ 


be committed hereafter, it follows that it 
was not {ufhcient to take away fins which 
kavceboccn committed heretofore from the 


crcation of the World, tor it is very unſui- -- 


table that the Sacritice of Chriſt on the 
Croſs ſhould have more vertue before it was 
ottcrcd than ſince : But the Sacrifice of Chritt 
on the Croſs, had the vertue to take away 
lins bcforc it was, otherwiſe ({aith-the Apo- 


file) be ſhould often  bave ſuffered from the foul- 


dation of the World : Therctore- it hath alſo 
vcrtue to take away fins committed {ince it 
was, and conſcquently there is no need that 
it ſhould be reiterated inthe Maſs, 

13. Fourthly, Ihe Apoltles compariſon 
15 conſiderable, the {cnſc whercot 1s this : 
As men ſuffer death but once,and after death 
appear no more till the day of the reſurre- 


Con, and day of judgment; ſo Chrifl hath 


offered himnſ{elt to his Father once for all on 


the Croſs to take away fins, and will be no 


more on Earth until he comes to judge the 
quick and the dead, This utterly deiiroys 
the Maſs, in which Jeſus Chrilt is faid to 
be offercd and ſacrificed continually by the 
minliry of Priclts. 

14. Fifthly, Sacrihces that take away fins, 
and ſanctiftie thoſe that come thereunto , 
oupht not to be reiterated 3 for the only _ 

| {on 
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ſon which the Apoſtle alledgeth, why the 
old Sacrifces of the Law were rciterated, 
is becauſe they could not take away tins, nor 
{anctihe the comers thereunto as appcars by 
the Text above cited. But the Sacritice of 
Jeſus Chriſt on the Croſs, takes away ins 
and ſanctifies thoſe that come thereunto : 
Therctore the Sacritice of Jeſus Chriſt on 


the Croſs, ought not to be reiteratcd, and 


conſcquently is not reiteratcd in the Maſs. 

15. If Jeſus Chritt did offer himſelt a Sa- 
crifice on the Croſs. that he might fanctihe 
us for ever, and purchaſe eternal redempti- 
on for us, then it is evident that the fruit. 
and cfficacy of this ſacrifice cndures for ever, 
and that we muſt have recourſe to no other 
Sacrifice but to that of the Croſs:. But Jc- 
{1s Chriſt did offer himſelf a Sacrifice on 
the Croſs that he might ſanRikie us tor e- 
ver, and purchaſc eternal redemption tor us, 
as appears by the Texts aforcſaid :. There- 
tore the cthcacy of the Sacritice of the 
Croſs cndures for evcr,. and we mult 
have rccourſe to no other Sacrifice but to 
that of the Croſs. Ina word, cither we 
mult confeſs that the Sacritice of the Croſs: 
hath no vertue to take away fins, and to 
{anctifie_us for ever, (which 1s contrary to 
what the. Apolile faith) or elle if it hath this. 
vcrtue 
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rertuc and ſufficiency,then Jeſus Chriſt hath 
offered one only Sacrifce once for all, and 
anſequently is not offercd daily in the Maſs 
bythe Miniſtry of Prietts. | 

16, Laſtly, The. Apolile almoſt through- 


Wet the whole Epiſtle to the Hebrews, ſaith, 


tat Jeſus Chriſt was conſtituted and conſe- 
mted by his Father, High Prieſt tor ever 3 
ud particularly chap. 7. he ſaith, That many 
were made Prieſts, becauſe they were not ſuffered 
Wi continue by reaſon of death 3 but Fefes Chriſt 
keſe he continueth for ever, hath an unchangea- 
te Prieſthsod , and that be is able to ſave them 
uthe uttermoſt that come unto God by him, ſeeing 
er [iveth to make interceſſion for them and 
mſequently he hath no need of Vicars, or 
vmpanions in. his Prieſthood. 
17. In anſwer to theſe Arguments the Ro- 
t DoCtors are wont to ſay that the Sacri= 
Kot the Maſs is the ſanie withthat of the 
ls, in reſpec of the cficnce of the Sacrt- 
&, the ſame thing being oftcred in both, 
the Body and bloud of Chritt by the ſame 
net, 272, by Jeſus Chriſt. But it differs 


lly,that is, when he died heſhcd his bloud 
mankind 3 but in the Maſs he offers him- 
unbloudily., that is , without ſheding; 
his 


rpe&t of the manner of offering z for on: 
& Croſs Jeſus Chriſt offered himſelt blou- 
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his bloud ,, and without dying : On ti 
Croſs Jeſus Chritt was defiroycd in reſp; 
of his natural bcing, but in the Maſs he ig; 
deſtroyed in reſpect ot his facramcntal bei; 
ing. Thcy add. that ail the- Arguinentsſ 
drawn from the Epiſtle to the Hebrews 1, 
rcſpcEt only that bloudy oblation which was 
one offered on the C1ols 3 but betides this 
bleudy Sacrit:ce there 1s another that isun 
bloudy, which 1s daily offered in the Mak 
Laftly, ' They ſay, that the Sacrifice of th 
Croſs is priniitive and original, but this df 
the Maſs rcprcfentat,ve, commcmorative 
and applicative of that of the Crofs, as the 
Council hath it in its 22 Stcfſron, 
18, To theſe diltinEtions I reply. That the 
Sacritice of the Maſs doth not diffcr tro 
that of the Croſs in rc{pcct of the manner 
only. ( which is but an accidental dificrence 
but it differs in rc{p<cc&t ot cicnce too. 
Firlt, Becauſe the natural dcath of Jeſis 
Chriſt is of the fence ot the Sacritice of the 
Croſs: But the »acrihce of the Mafs dot 
not comprehend the natural death of Ja 
Chritt, tor 7<ſs Chrijt dieth no more, Rom.C 
Therefore the Sacritice of the Maſs doth noI$y; 
comprehend that which is of the cf{cnced 
the Sacrifice of the Croſs, and conſequent! 
differs from it cficntially, and not in relped 
of «he manncr only. - ; Second 
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\ Secondly, Becauſe the repreſentation of a 
thing differs eſſentially trom the thing repre- 
ſented : For example , The Kings Picture 
liffcrs cſſentially trom the King. Allo the 
mcmorial of a thing differs cfſentially trom 
he thing whercof it 15 a memorial: For 
W:x2mple, The celebration of the Paſſcover, 
MWwhich was a memorial of the Angels tavou- 
able paſſing over the houſes of the Tſrarlites, 
iffers cf{ſentially from that paſſing over. And 
litly.the Application of a thing differs. efſen- 
Wrizly from itz; For example, The application 
of a Plaiſter differs efſentially trom the Plai- 
fer, But according to the determination 
o the Gouncil of Trent, in Seſſion 22, Ihe 
dicritice of the Maſs 1s repreſentative, com- 
ncmorative, and applicative of that of the 
Croſs : Therefore the Sacrihce of the Maſs 
lifcrs cſſentially from that of the Croſs. 
 Thirdly,Becauſc the Sacrifice of the Croſs, 
s of an infinite value, and conſcquently 
Wght not to be reiterated 3 for its value be- 
ng inhnite, it- is ſufficient to take away all. 
ms paſt. preſent, and to COME, as Bellarmine 
laith Book 1, of the Maſs, chap. 4, But the 
Ncrifice of the Maſs is of a finite price and 
value, according to the ſame Bellarmine and 
her Romiſh Dodtors 3 at which we may 
ultly wonder, ſecing , as our I 
| dy 
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fay, it differs not from the Sacrifice of tt 
Croſs, cither in reſpect of the.thing Sacrif- 
ced, or in reſpect of. the chict- Prictt, and 
yet from theſe the Sacrihce hath all its price 
and value. | | 

19. Secondly.l ſay that an undbloudy pro- 
pitiatory Sacrihce 1s a feigned, and an imagi» 
nary thing, and that the Arguments drawn 
trom the Epiſtic to the Hebrews, do: wholly 
dcitroy it. | | 

Firit,Becauſe it is ſaid; Heb. 9. that withnn 
ſheding of bloud there is no remiſſion of ſms: 
thertore in the unbloudy Sacrifice of theMaſs, 
there can be no remiflion-. of ſins, and con- 
{equcntly it cannot be.a propitiatory ſacritice 
tor tin. 

Secondly, Becauſe eſis Chriſt cannot be 
oftcred without ſuffering 3 for the Apoſtle 
ſaith, Heb. 6. Feſus Chriſt offer:th not himſelf 
often, oth.rwiſe he ſhould often h.wve ſuffercd: 
But the Sacritice of Jeſus Chriſt with ſuffe 
ring, isa bloudy Sacritce ; Therefore there 
is no unbloudy Sacrifice. 

Thirdly, Becauſe the. bloudy Sacrifice of 
the Croſs, bcing of an infinite value, hath 
purchaſed an eternal reden:ption, . Heb. 9- 
and hath taken away all fins, - paſt, preſent, 
and to come. . Whence it follows that there 
15 no other Sacrifice either bloudy or _— 
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dy. that can purchaſe the pardon of our ſins, 
the Sacritice of the Croſs having ſufliciently 
done It. 

Fcurthly, Becauſe the juſtice of God re- 
quires that fins ſhall be expiated by the pu- 
niſhment that is due to them 3 and this 1s {o 


true that the wrath of God could not be ap- 


peaſcd bur by the bloudy and ignominious 
death of the Croſs : Therefore the juſtice 
of God mult have changed its nature if lins 
can be expiatcd in the Maſs without pain, or 
luffering. = 

20, Thirdly, To the diſtin&tion of Primi- 
tive Sacrihce,which was offered on the Croſs, 
and repreſentative, commemorative, and ap- 
plicative, which is daily offered in the Maſs, 
[ reply, Firſt, That what the Council of 
Trent ſaith in Seſſion 22, viz. that in the Eu- 
clariſt there is a Sacrifice reprefentative,com=- 
memorative, and applicative of that of the 
Croſs,may bear a good ſenſe, viz. that there 
Kin it a repreſentation, commemoration , 
and application of the Sacrifice of the Croſs, 
uz, a repreſentation, becauſe the bread bro- 
ken, repreſents the body broken 3 and the 
FInc poured into the: cup, repreſents the 
bloud of Chriſt ſhed for the remithon of tins: 
2 commemoration, becauſe all that is done 
1" it,1s done in remembrance of Jeſus Chritt 
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and his death according to his own com- 
mand in theſe words, : Do this in remembrance 
of me , and according to what St, Paul 
{3ith, 1 Cor. 11, As often as ye do eat thi 
bread. and drink, this cup, ye do ſnew the Lords 
_ death till he come: and an application. becauſe 
the mcrit of the Sacrihce of the Crols is ap- 
plicd to us not only by the word, but alſo 
by the Sacraments, as wc, thall ſhew hcreat- 
ter. But our Adverſarics are not content 
with this, for they will have it that in the 
celebration of the Eucharitt, there 15 offered 
a true and proper Sacrifice propitiatory for 
the ſins of the living and the dcad, which 
hath bcen already rctuted at large. 
Secondly, I (ay that the application of the 
Sacrifice of the Croſs may be conlidered on 
God's part, or on Man's part: on God's 
part, when he offers Jeſus Chritt to us, 
with all his benchts, both in his Word and 
Sacranicnts: on Man's part, when by a true 
and lively faith, working by love, we en- 
brace Jc{us Chriſt with all his benchts offc- 
red to us both in his Word and Sacraincnts 
And this is it that Jclus Chrilt teacheth us, 
St. Fobn 3. in thcle words, As Myſes lifted 
the Serpent in the Wilderneſs, even ſo muſt tt 
Son of man ve lifted up, (viz. on the Crols) 
:bat whoſoever velieveth in bim fheald not peril, 


but 
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but have eternal Life:For God ſo loved the World, 
that he gave his only begotten Son, (v1z. to dic) 
that whoſoever believeth in him ſhould not periſh, 
but have everlaſting Life : he doth not (ay, 
whoſoever ſacriticeth him in the Maſs, but 
whoſocver believeth, &c. And St. Paul 
hews it clearly in theſe words, God hath ſet 
frth Feſus Chriſt to be a propitiation through 
Faith in his bloud z he doth not ſay through 
the Sacritice of the Maſs, but through Faith, 
nd we rcally and truly apply the Sacritice 
of Chritt's Croſs when we have recourſe 
to him, as a man applics a Plaiſter when 
he hath recourſe to it, and lays it on the 
wound 3 But the recourſe or rctuge of a pe- 
nitent tinner to the Sacritice of the Croſs tor 
obtaining mercy from God, is nothing elſe 
but Faith. As for the diſtinction of the 
cramental and natural being of Jeſus 
Chritt, it hath been already retutcd in the 
6, Numibcr. 

21, I ſhall conclude this diſcourſe with 
mc tcltimony of Thomas Aquinas, the moſt 
famous of all the Romiſh Doctors, and called 
by our Advcrſarics, the Angelical Doctor. 
this Thomas in Part. 3. Oueſt. 83. Artio. I. 
Lving propoſcd this Queltion, viz. Whe- 
ter Chritt be ſacrificed in the Sacrament of 
the Euchariſt, he concludes with theſe gs: 
morable. 
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morable words. The celebration of this Su: 
crament is very fitly called a ſacrificing of Chrif 
as well becauſe it is the repreſentation of Chrift' 
Paſſion, as becauſe by this Sacrament we an 
made partakers of the fruit of the Lind 
paſſion. And aftcrwards he gives his an- 
{wcr, in theſe words: TI anſwer, we mu 
ſay that the celebration of this Sacrament is cal- 
led a ſacrificing of Chriſt, in two reſpe&s. Fir, 
Becauſe ( as Auguſtine to Simplictus ſaith) 
we are wont to give to Images, the name of tit 
things whereof they are Images, as when we ſe0 
Pifiures on aWall, orin a Frame, we ſay thi" 
is Cicero. that is Salult, &c. But the celt- 
bration of this Sacrament ( as hath been (aid «- 
bove) is a repreſentative Image of Chriſt's Paſ- 
fron, which Paſſion is: the true ſacrificing of 
Chriſt, and ſo the celebration of this Sacrament 
is the ſacrificing of Chriſt. Secondly, the, cel 
bration of this $acrament is called the ſacr,icing "i 
of Chrift inregard of the effe&t of Chrijt's Paj-" 
ſion, becauſe bythis Sacrament we are made par- 
takers of the fruit of the Lord's Paſſion, Let the W* 
Romaniſts keep to this deciſion of their An-W" 
gclical Doctor,and we ſhall agrce with them 
ia this point 3 for I am confident that there 
isnot one of the Reformed Religion but will 
ſubſcribe this true doctrine of Thomas Aqui- 
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Containing Anſwers to the ObjeFions of © 
the Romifh Do@ors. 


LIN the two firſt Chapters we have an- 
| {wered the two principal Objections 
f the Romiſk Dottors , drawn from theſe 
words, This is my body, &c. and from theſe, 
|: that eateth my fleſp and drinketh my bloud, 
uh eternal life, &c, Now we mult anſwer 


A t- \crelt, 


Paſe | 
o of Objection. I. 
ment 


ele- MY 2. The firſt Objection is this. When the 
cing Wlabliſhing of Articles of Faith, the Inſtitu- 
Paſ-Wn oft Sacraments, and the making Teſta- 
par- Ficnts and Covenants are in agitation, men 
the Weak plainly and properly,and not obſcurely 
An-Þ' beuratively : But in the celebration of the 
cm Wuchariti Jeſus Chriſt eſtabliſhed an Article 
cre Wt Faith, inſtituted the Sacrament of the 
will-Fucharitt, and ſpake of a Teftament and a 
qi--F-ovcnant 3 for it is faid of the Cup that it 

the New Teſtament and the New Cove- 


\ Þ, Fant in the bloud of Chriſt 3 yea, he ſpake 
| then 


or the 111ſs dead and buried. 117 


119 The Funeral of the Maſs, 


then to his Diſciples, to whom he {pakein 
in plain and proper terms, and not in gs 
{cure terms, or in higures or parablcs, as he 
did to the people. . 


Anſwer. St 


2. To this objection I anſwer, Firſt, That 
it is falſe that Articles- of Faith are always: 
expreſſed in proper terms in holy Scripture* 
as when it is ſaid in the Creed that feſy oc 
Chriſt fitteth on the right hand of God. itis'*© 
evident that this is a Figure and a Met 
phor, for God being a Spirit . hath ncieſ'® 
ther right hand nor left ; and all INtCrpre- 
ters expound this fitting on Gods nigi 
hand , mictaphorically ; iz. tor that Loid: 
!hip both of Heaven and Earth, which he 
hath recived from God his Father, as carth| th 
Princes make their Licutcnants, whom th 
appoint to govern in their name, to ito 
the right fide of them. Again, When it 19Y** 
ſaid, St. Matth. 16. Upon this rock, T will” 
build my Church, and the gates of Hel. ſhall nd*: 
prevail agrinſt it, and T will give thee the Key) 
of the kingdom of Heaven , and whatſor« 
thou ſhalt bind - on earth ſhall be hound in bes?" 
ven , &c. It is wanitelt that theſe are FI 


£1:rcs and Metaphors, as Bellarmin _ 
ot 
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keinWſcth in Book, 1. of the Biſhop of Rome, 


\ obelfc>:7. 10. and yet it is chiefly by this paſſage 
15 hefſlthat they endeavour to prove the Popes au- 
thority, 

4, Sccondly , 1 anfwer, That the holy 
Cripture commonly ſpeaks of Sacraments in 
teurative terms 3 thus Circumcition 15 cal- 
kd God's Covenant, Gen. 17. in theſe 
words, This is my Covenant, every male ſhall be 
wam-iſcd, that is, this is the ſign of the 
Covcnant, as appcars by the tollowing 
verſe, Teſhall circremcrſe the fleſh of your fore- 
thin, and it ſhatl be a token of the Covenant be- 
tween me and you, So the Paſchal Lamb is 
alled the Lord's Paſsover, Exod. 12. bc- 
cauſe the bloud of this Limb ſprinkled on 
the dorc-polts, was givcn as a fign of the 
angcls favourable patling over the houſes of 
the Tſraclites 3 as appears by verſe 13. of 
the ſame Chapter. So Baptiſm is called 
the waſhing of Regen-ration, bccauſe it 15 the 
Ncrament of it. In a word, The Eucha- 
mli1cal cupis called the New Telament, be- 
auſc it is the Sign, Seal, and Sacrament of 

Ik, 


5. Thirdly, I anſwer, That in holy Scrt- 
pture, Teliaments are not always expreſſed 
n propcr terms without a Figure for the 
Tchtament of Facob, Gen. 49. and that of 

Moſes 
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Moſes, Dent. 33. arc nothing elſe but ; 
chain of Metaphors , and other Figure 
And Civilians will have it, that in Teſia 
ments we ſhould not regard the proper fig 
niftication of the words, but the .intentio 
of the Teftator, To this I add that Jeſus 
Chritt did not then make the New Teſta 
ment, and the New Covenant, but only in 
ſtituted the Seal and Sacrament of themMs. 
For the Covcnant was made with all man 
kind in the perſon of Adam after the Fall 
when God promiſed him that the ſeed oliic 
the Woman ſhould break the Serpents head.W. 
This was afterward renewed with Abraba 
when God promiſed him that in his Seeafff 
all the Nations of the Earth ſhould be ble 
ſed, viz. in Chriſt, the bleſſed Secd, whe 
hath deſtroyed the Kingdom of Satan, Af 
ter this it was confirmed by the bloud of 
Chriſt ſhed on the Croſs : Thea it was pub- 
liſhed through all the World when the Apo- 
files had received the Holy Ghoſt. And lalt- 
ly, Baptiſm and the Euchariſt are the Signs, 
Scals, and Sacraments of it. 

- 6. Fourthly, 1. anſwer, That by thelc 
words, To ſpeak clearly or plainly, be under « 
ſtood, to ſpeak intelligibly. ſo that the Apo-Mcs 
{les might and ought to underſtand what heÞ0: 


faid to them, then it is certain that JeſusF&r 
Chili 
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MChilt did ſpeak clearly 3 for to ſpeak Sacra- 
mentally, and according to the itile uſed in 
al Sacraments, was to ſpeak clearly and not 
obſcurely-: But if by theſe words, to ſpeak 
dexrly, be underltood to ſpeak without a t:- 

Meure, then it is falſe that he always ſpake 
eſtickarly to his Diſciples, witneſs the calling 
& his Diſciples, to whom he ſaid, St. Matth. 


mn: And when he ſaith elſe where, ye are 
e ſalt of the Earth, the light of the TWorld, 
Wc. To this I add, The Apoſtles did ask Je- 
[us Chriſt the meaning of Parablcs, and 0- 
er things which they did not underſiand , 
ad thcretore certainly they had much more 
ralon to ask the meaningot ſo many ſtrange 
whoWiings as follow from the Maſs, from Tran- 
bliantiations and from the pretended pre- 


Wumane Body can be in a point, and in di- 
po-WOers places at once? How the head of Jeſus 
irilt and his whole PFody could be in his 
outh? How accidents can be without a 
dubject ? vc, 
theleF 7. Lattly, Seeing Jeſus Chriſt ſaid, drink, 
ader-Wr al! of this cup, all Prieſts, whether Jeſu- 
Apo, Monks, or other Romiſh Dodtors , 
at heFFould of ncceſtity be conſtrained,really,pro- 
Jeſus ny, and without a figure, to drink of the 
;hrili (x cup, 


4 follow me, and I will make you fiſhers of 


nce of Chrilt's Body in the Hoſt, viz. how * 
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cup, whether melted or not, and recall to 
{wallow it, until they ſhould confeſs that 
thcre are hgures in the words of Jeſus 
Chriſt in the celebration! of the Euchariſt 


'Objefion 2. 


'8. The ſccond Objection is. this : The 
Sacrament of the Eucharitt is more cxcel- 
| Tent than that of the Paſsover, becauſe the 
Sacrament of the Paſſcover is a Type of the 
Sacrament of the Euchariſt, and the thing 
typihcd is always more cxcellent than the 
Fype : But if the Sacrament of the Eucha- 


x1{t did not rcally contam the Body and 
Bloud of Chiift, but was only the fign of 
it, thn it would follow that the Sacrament 
of the Euchariſt would not be morc cxct|- 
lene than that of the paſſcoverz nay thc 
Sacrament of the Paſſeover would be morc 
exccllent than that of the Euchariſt bc- 
cauſe a Lamb and its bloud is more cxcc- 
lent than Bread and Wine 3 and the death 
of a Lamb.and the ſhedding of its bloud doth 
much better repreſent the death of Chil! 
and the ſhedding of his bloud on the Crots 
than Bread broken, and Wine pourcd into 3 
cup cando, 


A nſaper 


1 
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ſus Anſwer. 


9. To this I anſwer, Firſt, That the thing 
typiticd by the Paſchal Lamb, is Jeſus 
The Chriſt, and not the Sacrament cf the Eu- 
«ccl- MW chariſt3 as St. Paul ſhews- clearly, I Cor. 5, 
the © when he calls Jeſus Chriſt our Paſſover, in | 
the theſe words, Chriſt our Paſſeover was crucifi- I 
hg & for s. The truth is, a whole Lamb | 
| the without ſpot or blemiſh killed and burnt to- 
ch ward the evening, and its bloud thed, doth 
and Y very well repreſent Jeſus Chriſt-perfe@, 
n of F without ſin, put to death » and his bloud 
ncrt W ſhed toward the end ' of the World , 
xccl-M and in the tulncſs of time but ſuch a Lamb 
the repreſents nothing of that which 1s feen in | 
ror the Euchariſt, Bctides the Types and Sa= [/ 
_ be-E cramcnts of the Old Teſtament were infti- | 
xcl-F tured that the Faithſul of thoſe times might | 
eat come to the knowledge of the things typiti- 
dothl cd and lignihed, for the ſalvation of their 
Wi. fouls: Butthe Faithful under the Old Te- 
105 fament never came to the knowledge of the 
to IF Eucharitt by the Paſchal Lamb3z and though 
they had come to the knowledge of it, yet 
they had no benefit thereby, In a word, 
G 2 {ccing 


124 The Funeral of the Maſs, 


ſceing the Paſſcover, and 'the Euchariſt are 
Types, Imagcs, and Signs -of Jcſus Chritt, 
"tis very impcertincnt to ſay, that the Paſſco- 
vcr is the Type of the Euchariſt, becauſe a 
Type is not propcrly the Type of another 
Type, but only of the thing typificd 3 as 
the xmage of Ceſar 1s not.the image of ano- 
thcr image of Ceſar, but anly of Ceſar him- 
{clt. 

10, Sccondly, I anſwer, that the exccl- 
lence of one Sacrament above another, mult 
be drawn from its form and <cthcacy, and 
not trom its mattcr, becauſe 1t 1s form that 
chicfly gives being to things compoſcd of 
inattcr and form, But the form of Sa- 
cramcnts depends on the words of Inſtituti- 
vn, bccauſe being Signs of divine Infiituti- 
on, their form can only depend upon the 
will of God, who chooſeth ccrtain things 


to fignitie other things 3 and this will of 


God cannot be known but by rcvelation, 
which is the Word 3 ſo that it is properly 
{aid, that the Word joined with the Elc- 
incnt makes the Sacrament : Theretorc, al- 
though the Sacrament of the Paſſcovcr bc 
more excellent than the Euchariſt in reſpect 
of its matter, becauſe the Paſchal Lanib 
and its bloud, are more excellent than the 


Brcad and Wine of the Euchariſt 3 and oy 
the 
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the Lamb and its bloud have a greater ana- 
bgy with Jeſus Chriſt and his bloud ſhed on 
the Croſs, than the Bread and Wine of the 
Euchariſt have 3 yet the Sacrament of the 
Fuchariſt is mach more excellent than thar 
of the Paſſeover in refpect of its form,which 
depends on the words ot Inſtitution, becauſe 


that at the Inſtitution of the Sacrament of 


the Paſſeover, God ſpake not one word of 
the principal cnd for which he dia inſtitute 
it, viz. to be the Type of Jeſus Chritt and 
his death. But at the Inſtitution of the Sa- 
crament of the Euchariſt, Chriſt declared in 


expreſs terms, that he did inſtitute the cat- 


ing of the Bread broken, and the drinking 
of the Wine, poured into the cup, to be 
commemorative ſigns of himſelf , and his 
death, The Sacrament of the Euchariſt is 
yet more excellent than that of the Paſſco- 


ver, in reſpect of its efficacy, which depends - 
on two things, viz. on the form, which be-- 


ing more manifelt in the Euchariſt, dothalſo 
operate with more efficacy, and alſo becauſe 
t repreſents a thing, paſt, viz. the death of 
Chriſt. But the knowledge of things paſt 
5s more clear and perfe&t than the know- 
dye of things to come 3 and we are more 
toucht with the memory of things patt, 
whcn ſore ſymbole brings them to our 


G 3 thoughts, 
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tnoughts, than when we conlider things to 
come, through clouds and ſhadows. To this 
] add,that the Bread and Wine of the Eucha- 
ritt have a greater Analogie with Jeſus 
Chriſt than the Paſchal Lamb had, in one 
reſpect, viz. in regard of the ſpiritual nou- 
riſhment which we receive by Chriſt's death; 
for as Baptiſm is the Sacrament of our ſpiri- 
tual birth, ſo the Euchariſt is the Sacrament 
of our ſpiritual nouriſhment., But this nou- 
riſhment is much better repreſented by 
Bread and Wine.,, which are the ordinary 
nouriſhment of our bodies, than by a Lamb, 

Laſtly, I anſwer, That it is far leſs incon- 
vcnicnt to give ſome prerogative to the 
Paſſeoyer above the Euchariſt, (viz. to give 
it a more excellent matter and Analogie) 
thanto aſſert the corporal preſence of Chriſt 
in the Hoſt, by an unheard of Tranſubltan- 
tiationy which deſtroys the nature of Sacra- 
ments, gives our Lord a monſtrous Body, 
includes notorious abſurdities and contra- 
dictions , and gives the lye to'Senſe, Rea- 


ſon, and holy Scripture as hath been pro- 
vcd, 
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Objection 3. 


11. The third Objcion was propoſed at” 


NViſmes, Amno 1657. by the Jeſuite S. Ri- 
part , thus, 
can communicate to the creature in a finite 
degree that which he poſlefleth in an infinite 
degree. Forexample z God hath an intinite 
power whereby he can doall things at once 3 
theretore he communicates, or can commu- 


nicate to the creature a finite and limited © 


power, whereby it may do divers things at 


once as appears in a man, for he can ſec,hear | 


talk; and walk at the ſame time. God hath 
ao an infinite wiſdom and knowledge, 
whereby he knows all things at once 3 there- 
lore he communicates or can'communicate 
(0 the creature a finite knowledge, whereby 
It may know divers things at once. And even 
{b God hath a virtual infinite extent, which 
s called immenlity, whereby he tills all 
ings and all places at once: Therefore 
ood communicates or can communicate to 
the creature, 72Z. to a body a tinite cxten:, 
Ficrcby it may till divers ſpaces, and occu- 
py teveral places at once. \Whcnce it fol- 
bows that Chriſt's Body may be in divcrs 
places at the fame time, tz, in Heaven and in 
the Hoſt, .. G 4 Anſwer. 


God doth communicate , or 


hi E 
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12, To this Tanſwcr, That as God c2n- 
not be in two plsces (tor example, in Hc- 
vcnand upon Earth) without being in all 
thoſc places that are between: both » (tor 
then he weuld be diltant, and ſeparatcd 
Hom hiwufclt ) ſo Chrilis Body cannot be in 
wo diitant places, viz. at Pary and at Rome, 
in Heaven and upon Earth in the Hott. with- 
out being in all thofe places that arc between 
both, tor then it would be diſtant and ſe- 
parted from it felt, which 1s 1mpoſhhble, as 
hach been ſufficiently proved. Therctore 
{ceing Chriſt's Body is not in all places 
between Paris and Rome, and betwcen 
Heaven and Earth. it follows that 1t 1s 
not in Heaven and upon Earth in the Hoſt, 
Nor at Paris and Rome in conſecrated Holts, 
So that to make a Creature, for example 
the Body of Chriſt, partaker of God's cx- 
tcnt or immenlity, it is ſufficient that as 
God by his infinite extent occupies all 
places, ſo Chrili's Body ſhould by its in- 
tinite extent occupy ſome place. But if 
to make it partake in a. hnite dgree © 

| this 
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this divine attribute of immenſity, it muſt 


he in divers places, yct it is-ſufficient that 
it be in divers places ſucceſhvely and not 


:t once 3 or if to make it partakeof this 
attribute it muſt be in divers - places at 
once, yet- it is ſufficient that it occuples * 
them by its ſcvcral parts 3 for example, . 


that the head be in one place , and the 
feet in another , &*c. In a word, that it 
> without diſcontinuance or ſeparation, as 


God is every where without diſcontinuance. - 


Thus the learned, Maſter Bragaier then. an- 


ſwered, and much better, but I cannot re-- 


member. his full and compleat anſwer. 


O vject 101 4, 


13. The fourth Objection is this. If di-* 
rers bodies may miraculouſly be in one and 
the ſame place , then it alſo follows, that 


ome body may miraculouſly . be in divers 
paces, there being no more difhculty or 


impothibility in the one than- in the other, - 
But divers bodies may miraculouſly - be in ! 
one and the ſame-places for -Jeſus Chriſt : 


ame into the room - where his - Diſciples 


were, the dores being ſhut, which he- could 
G 5 not” 
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not have done, if his Body had not penc- 
trated the dores. Belidcs, It is (gid that [e- 
ſus Chritt was born of the Virgin May, q 
and conſcquently Mary was-a Virgin both IN © 
before and atter his Birth, which could not 
have becn if Jeſus Chriſt had not penetrs- Iſl * 
ted her belly and come forth without fradti- 
cn or ovcrture.. Laſtly, Jeſus Chriſt pene- 
trated the ftone that was laid on his Sepul- 
chre wacn he roſe again 3 and it is ſaid that 


he penetrated the Heavens when he aſcen- 
qc, 


4njwer. 


14. Fo this I anſwer, Firſt, That its | 
2et {aid that Jeſus Chriſt came in,the dorcs I * 
being ſhut 3 for theſe are the words, Th I 


fame day when it was evening, and the doret 


baving been ſhut for fear of the Fews, Jeſu 
game, &c. which words do indeed (hew 
the time when Jeſus came in unto his Diſ- 
ciples,. but not the manner of his cntry by 
penttrationz but if the words be tranfla- 
ted, the dores being ſhut, and that they do 
port that the dorcs were not opencd by 
apy body, yet they do not exclude the open» 


ng 


04 the Aafs dead and buried. 1 31- 
10g of them in the twinckling of an eyc by 


the divine power, fith we have examples - 


t this in holy Scripture 3 for Ads 5, we 
rcad that the Apoſtles went out of Priſon, 
though the dorcs had becn fait ſhut, but it 


is ſaid, that the Angel of God opened them. 


And 475 12. The dore of the Priſon opened 


to S. Peter of its own accords that is, with- - 


out being-. opened by any body:. And 


ſo it is ſaid that Jeſus Chriſt entered, the- 


dores being ſhut, or having veen ſhut , which 
excludes the opening oft them by any body, 
but not the opening ot them by a divine 


powcr in ſo ſhort a time that it was un- + 


diſccrnable, 
Sccondly I anſwer, That the Virgin AMy- 
ry was a true Virgin both betore and aftcx 
her dclivery,it by being a Virgin be meant not 
to have had the company ot a man z but it 
Is certain that Jeſus Chritt came out of the 
Virgins belly by opening hcr womb 3 for it 
Is ſaid, St, Lacke 2, that Joſeph and Morycar- 
ried Feſus Chrijt to Feruſalem to preſent him to 
the Lord ;, as it is written in the Law every male 


that openeth: the womb, ſhall be holy unto the © 


Lord, 


Thirdly I anſwer, That Jcſus Chriſt did * | 
' not penetrate the ſtone that was laid on his 
Sepulchre 3 for it is ſaid, Sts — | 

at. 
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That the Angel of God rolled it back from 1'y 
aore of the Sepulchre, 

Fourthly I anſwer, That when it i; 
ſaid, Heb. 4. that Jeſus Chriſt penetratc 
the Heavens, wemult underitand it impro- 
perly, in the ſame manner as-it is commons 
ly ſaid that an Arrow penctratcs: the Air; 
that is the Air gives way to the Arrow that 
paſſcth through the Air. and fo Jeſus 
Chriſt penetrated the Heavens, becauſe the 
Heavens gave way to his Body, and not that 
the Hcavens.and his- Body were in one and 
the fame place. 

15. All the Romiſh Doctors: agree with 
us, that modal accidents ( which are no» 
thing elſe but the manners of the being of 
ſubſtanccs, as- Action , Paſſion ,. Relation, 
Figure, ec.) cannot be without a ſubjed, 
no not by the power of God himſelf. But 
all the Obje&ions by which they endeavour 
to prove that the accidents. of the Bread 
and Wine may exiſt without a ſubject, 
(that is, without their ſubttance) do prove 
the ſame thing of nodal accidents 'too. 50 
that E ſhall not. ffay now to . repeat thole 
Objections with their Anſwers, which are 
{ct down at large in my diſpute about the 
Euchariſt, 


0 Leo! 
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Objeftion 5. 
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16. The fifth Objection is drawn from 
Ml. 1. intheſe words, From the riſing of the 
Sun unto the going down of the ſame, my name 
ſhall be great among the Gentiles 3-and in every 
place ſhall they offer incenſe to my name »- and a 
new and pure offering : where by this new.and 
pure offering, nothing can be underſtood but 
the Sacritice aavhe of the Maſs3. becauſe by 
this offering we cannot. underſtand Prayers, 
Alms, Contrition of heart, and other good 
works, which are ſometimes in Scripture 
called Oblations and Sacritices, for the Pro- 
phet Malachi promiſeth a new offering. But 
Prayers, Alms, and other good works were 
common amongſt the Jews3: and beſides, 
they of the Reformed Church do believe 
tnat all the actions of the Faithful are pol- 
luted, and the Prophet ſpeaks of a. pure 
and clcan offering. Again, By this offering 
which Malachi {peaks of, cannot be under- 
ſiood Lambs, Bulls, and ſuch like Animals, 
which were wont to be ſacrihced in Solo- 
mons's Temple3. becauſe the Prophet pro- 
wuſeth that it (hail be offered in every place, 

cvin 
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even amongſt the Hcathcn. Laſily, By this 
offering cannot be 1.ndcrliood the bloudy Sa 
crihce which Jcſus Chritt offercd on thc 
Croſs, bccauſe that bloudy Sacrifice was &f- 
tered but once upon mount Calvary in Fudes, 
and the Prophet ſpeaks of an Oblation that 
thall be offered in every place : Theretore by 
this offcring mult be undcrſtood the Sacri- 
fice of the Body and Bloud of Chriſt, under 
the ſpccics of the Bread and Wine, which is 
nothing elfe but the Maſs. 


Anſwer... 


17. To this Ianſwer, Firſt, That by the 
offering whereof Malachy ſpeaks, mult be 
underltood that ſpiritual Worſhip and Sct- 
vice which Belicvers ſhould pertorm unto 
God under the New Teſtament , which is 
-compriſed in that Sacritice which they offer 
to God, both of their perſons and religious 
ations 3 and this isthe reaſon why St. Paul, 
Rom. 12. ſpeaks-thus. IT beſeech you thert- 
fore Brethren, by the mereies of God that ye fte- 
ſent your bodies a living Sacrifice, holy, acceſ- 
table unto God, which is your reaſonable ſervice. 
And chap, 15, ſpeaking of the grace that 

was 
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was given him of God, he ſaith, 7t is grven 
bim that he ſhould be the Miniſter of Feſus 
Chriſt to the Gentiles, miniſtring the Goſpel of 
God, that the offering up of the Gentiles might 
be acceptable, being ſanCtified by the Holy Ghoſt, 
Whence it appears, that by this oblation 
whereof Malachy ſpeaks, we mult not un- 
deritand the offering of Chriſt's Body and 
Bloud under the accidents of Bread and 
Wine, but the offering up of the perſons and 
rcligious ations of thoſe that ſhould be 
brought unto God by the preaching of the 
Goſpel, and particularly the Gentiles. . 

18. Secondly I anſwer,' That in the 
whole paſſage of Malachy above cited, the 
words new offering are nct to. be found, but 


only clean offerings And though a new of- 


{ring had been there ſpoken of, yet I ſay 
that things may be ſaid to be new, when 
being ſpoiled and corrupted, they are reſto= 
red and made {ound again. But the ſervice 
of God which had been corrupted under 
the Law, was re-eſtabliſhed by Jeſus Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles under the Goſpel, ſo that 
ul things were made new 3 a new Time, 


12, the time of the preaching of the Goſpe}; 
anew Pcople, viz. the Chriftian People 3 a 
new place, iz. all parts of the World, and 
not at Ferzſalem only 3 a new Prayer, viz. 

| the 
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the Lord's Prayer 3 new Sacraments, iz, 
Baptiſm and the Lord's Suppcr 3 and new 
Preaching, viz, the preaching of ſalvation 
by Jcſus Chritt. 

19. Thirdly I anſwcr that the oblation 
which is offercd unto God under the Goſpe, 
is purcand clean the ſervice which is per- 
tormcd to him, according to his Word, is 
pure 3 the preaching of the Goſpel is pure 
In a word, the Chriſtian Rcligion is pure, 
though there be many failings in thoſe that 
profeſs it. And although the Faithtul 
that preſent their bodies a living Sacrifice, 
Holy, acceptable to God, be compaſſed a- 
bout with many infirmities , and that thcir 
religious actions be accompanied with di 
vers failings, yet their perſons and works 
may be ſaid to be pure and clean in Jeſus 
Chrilt, in whoſe name they are preſcnted 
to God 3 ſo that although they cannot of 
themſelves plcaſe or fatishe God 3 yet as. 
they are Menibers of Chriſt, they: are rcpu- 
ted holy betore God : for it is theſe St. Fe- 
zer ſpeaks of in Epiſt. 1. chap. 2. who as li 
ving flones, are built: #pþ a ſpiritual :houſe, a 
boly Prieſthood, to offer up ſpiritual Sacrifices, 
acceptable to God by Jeſus Chriſt. And 0 
our Sacritices are a pure and clcan offering) 


| but ic is through Jclus Chriſt, who _ 
them 
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them with his purity and holineſs, ſo that 
the defects of them are not imputed to us. 
To this I add, That betides the perfect pu- 
rity which we have by the imputation of 
Chritt's Rightcouſncſs, we have alſo a pu- 
rity begun by the Holy Ghoſt 3 of which 
S:, Par] ſpeaks Rom. 15. in theſe words, 
that the offering of the Gentiles might be accef= 
table, being ſanfified by the Holy Ghoſt : for 
that which God hath decreed, Jefus Chriti 
hath purchaſed; and: the Holy Ghoſt hath 
begun, is reputed by God perfe&t and com- 
pleat. And St. Paut ſhews clearly the truth 


of what hath been ſaid, 1 Tim. 2. $. in-theſe 


words, I will that men pray every where, lift- 
ing uþ holy hands, without wrath and doubt- 
in. And Epheſ. 5. Jeſus Chriſt loved the 
Church, and gave himſelf for it, that he might 
ſanciifie and cleanſe it with the waſhing of water 
by the Word, that he might preſent it to himſelf, 
a glorious Church, not having ſpot or wrincle, 
or any ſuch thing, but that it ſhould be holy and 
without blemiſt. | 


Objedion 
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Objection 6, 


20. The ſixth Objc&tion is drawn from 
Gen, 14, in theſe words: And Melchiſede 
King of Salem, bringing ferth Bread and Win 
( for he was a Prieſt) bl:ſſed him. And trom 
Pſal, 110, and trom Heb, 7, where it s 
ſaid, Thou art a Prieſt for ever, after the Oidr 
of Melchiſedec, From which words our Ad- 
verſaries argue thus. Firſt, They ſay that 
Jeſus Chritt is a Prieſt, not after the Order 
of Aaron, but after the Order of Melchiſeatc; 
the difference between Aaron and Melchiſe- 
dec conliſting in this, viz, that Aaron and 
the other Levitical Prieſts offered bloudy Si 
critices, killing and fhedding the bloud of 
Bealts, which they facriticed to God, as 1 
Sign and Figure of the bloudy Sacritice of 
Feſus Chriſt on the Croſs. But Mclchiſedec 
offered an unbloudy Sacrifice, for when he 
went to mect Abraham returning from the 
Naughter of the Kings, he offered to God 
Bread and Wine. . And ſecing this Brcad 
and Wine offered to God by Mzlchiſcaec 
were Signs and Typcs of Chriſt's Body and 


Bloud, Jcſus Chrilt was obligcd to oficr an 
uN- 
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ubloudy Sacrifice, viz. his Body and bloud 
under the ſpecies of Bread and Wine, which 
he did at the inſtitution and celebration of 
the Sacrament of the Euchariſt , that ſo 
the reality of the thing typined might an- 
ſwer thoſe ſhadows and Types. Secondly, 
That although Melchiſedec had brought all 
this Bread and Wine for the refreſhment of 
Abraham and his Army that returned from” 
the ſaughter of the Kings, yet he firlt ot- 
fered-it to God, and then gave it to them, 


*Mthat ſo they might partake of the Sacrifice 


of Bread and Wine. And the reaſon of this 
is, becauſe the Scripture ſaith that Abraham 


 Wrcturncd from the Battcl with great ſpoils 3 


amongſt which there was meat and drink e- 
novgt#for the refreſhment.of himſelf and his 
pople : alſo it ſaith expreſly that Abra- 
hams people had taken ſuch refreſhment as 
was ncceſſary before Melchiſedec met them 3 
and conſequently they had no need of the 
Bread and Wine which he brought, except 
it had been to partake of the Sacritice of the 
Bread and Wine which he offered. Third- 
ly, They ſay this is ſtrongly proved by the 
tollowing words, for he was Prieſt of the moſt 
»gbGod, which fhews the reaſon why Mel- 
hiſede brought Bread and Wine, 71z. to 
make an oblation or offering of it to God 3 


tor 
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for if he had brought this Bread and Wir 
for the refreſhment of Abraham and his pe 
ple, the Scripture would have ſaid that h( 
had brought this Bread and Wine, becau@/ 
that Abraham and his Army being faint ay 
tired, had need of meat aud drink 3 but 
{pcaks nothing of this : on the contrary i 
ſaith that he brought bread and wine, for! 
was Pri t.Fourthly, They ſay that Feſs Chri 
is a Prieſt for ever, after the order of Melchilf 
dec, and ſecing there cam be no Pricli. 
without a Sacrifice, there can'be no eternal, 
Prieſt without an eternal or perpetual Sa, 
critice, But the Sacrifice of the, Crol, 
was offered but one, and cannot be titer | 
ted, for Feſus Chrift dieth no more, Rom, 6 

Therefore there muſt be another perpetual 
Sacrifice in the Church, which Jeſus Chrili 
offereth by the hands of Priclis , whici 
can be nothing elſe but the Sacrifice of the 
Maſs, viz. the Sacrifice of Chriſt's Body 

and Bloud under the ſpecies of the Bread 
and Wine, typified by the Sacritice of the 
Bread and Wine of Melchiſcdec.- 


A mf wer. 
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Anſwer. 


"y 211, To this I auſwer, Firſt, That the He- 
, þ "Wicw word doth not fignitic bringing but 
f 7 AWru7ht, drew out, cauſcd to be brought, &c. 
; crIfe 


ut our Adverſarics faltifig the Text thus, to 
ie way tor another falſification, viz, to 
ut theſe words in a Parentheſis (for he was 
rt) in ſtead of putting without a Parcn- 
nclis,and be was Prieſt , ſo that we ray ſay 
ut in theſe few words they have made 
ce falfitications > firſt, when they tran- 
ae is proferens, that is bringing, in ſtead 
tranſlating it protzlit, that is brought or 
rw out : Sccondly, when they tranſlate it 
a enim ſacerdos, that is, for be was Prieſt : 
iſicad of tranſlating it, and he was Prieſt : 
Fn idly, when thcy tranflatc it benedixit ci, 

at is, bleſſed him, inſtead of tranſlating it 

\renedixit ei, that is, and he bleſſed him, 

nd ſo of thrce differcnt propoſitions, 77%, 

Lhiſedec alſo brought Bread and Wine, 
[0B he was Pricſt, and he bleſſed him 3 they 

ue made but one, with a Parcnthelis , 

ws ; Melchiſedec bringing Ercad and "_ 
| (tor 
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(for he was Pricſt ) bleſſed him. 


22, Secondly, I anſwer that the He iſ! 


brew word uſed by Moſes, ſignihes com- 
monly brought , drew out , cauſed to be 
brought, cauſed to be drawn out, caulſedto 
come, &c. But we mult not ſtray from the 
proper {ignification of words but upon very 
great neceſhty , which appears not in this 
Text. And although this Hebrew word 
ſhould figniftie brought to offer, and that it 
{ſhould be taken for offered, yet our Adverſa- 
rics would gain nothing, by it 3 for 1t is not 
ſaid in the Text that he brought Bread and 
Wine to offcr unto God 3 but we muſt ra- 
ther expound it thus, viz. that he brought 
Brcad and Wine to offcr and preſent it to 
Abraham : Ard indeed the following words, 
iz, and blefſed him, do clearly ſhew it, for 
the Pronoun Relative him, relates to Abra- 
ham , according to the Cxpolition of the 
Apoſile, Heb. 7. where he ſaith expreſly that 
Melchiſedec met Abraham and bleſſed him, And 
a little aftcr he faith, that Melchiſedec bleſſes 
him that had the promiſes, and that the leſsir 
pleſſed of the greater. But if theſe words, ! 
brought Bread and Wine, mutt be cxpounded 
thus, he offercd Bread and Wine to God, 
then it mult neceſſarily follow that Melchiſe- 


dee bleſſed God and not Abraham; 3 - : 
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thcſe words, viz. he offercd Bread and Wine 
to God.and bleſſed him,the Pronoun him can 
rate tonone but God. 

23. Thirdly, 1 anſwer, That Melchiſe- 
dec brought Bread and Wine to Abraham to 
refreſh him and his people, and not to of- 
fr unto God. Bellarmin in Book 1. of the 
Maſ7, chap. 6, confeſſeth that Melchiſedec 
brought Bread and Wine to Abraham to re- 
frcth him and his people, who returned faint 
znd tircd from the flaughter of the Kings, 
which is truez but he adds that Jeſus 


Chriſt had offcred it to God before, which is 


falſe, and cannot be proved. Ferom in bis E- 
piltle to Evagrizs, writcs that the Jews un- 
dcritood it that Melchiſedee mccting Abra- 
ham after his victory, brought Bread and 
Wine to refreſh him and his people. Foſe- 
hrs writing this Hiſtory , faith that Mel- 


hiſedec preſented Bread and Wine to Abra- 


bm to refre(h him and his Army. Damaſcene, 

book 4. of the Orthodox Faith, (aith that 

-—_— treated Abraham with Bread and 
ine, 

24, Fourthly, The Reaſons of our Ad- 
rerfarics, mentioned in the Objccions to 
prove that Melchiſedee brought Bread and 
Wine to Abraham that he might partake of 
the Sacritice whch he had offcred, are hot 
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conſiderable vis. becauſe Abraham return- 
ed from the battle with great ſpoils 3 and 
ſo there was mcat and drink cnough for 
him and his people 3 and that they had ta- 
ken their repaſt beforc Melchiſedec mer them, 
@&c. Theſe Reaſons, I ſay, are inconſidera- 
ble, becauſe although Abraham had great 
ſpoils, yet he reſtored all to the King of Se 
dom ; and though his pcople had caten and 
drank of ſuch as they found amongſt the 
ſpoils, yet it is not ſaid that Abraham did 
cat and drink; and though both he 
and his people had eaten and drank, 
yet it is not faid how long it was 
{ince, and that they had no need of more 


provition 3 and though they had no necd of 


more, yct Melchiſedcc not knowing that 
they had eaten and drank, did, that which 
prudent men are wont to do,viz. provide 
all that may be ncedtul incaſe of neccihty, 

25, Fitthly, I anſwer, That the principal 
reaſon which our Adverſarics bring to 
prove that Melchiſedec offered unto God 
Bread and Wine, viz. bccauſe it is in the 
Hebrew Text, fer he was Prieſt, is a maniteli 
tallihcation 3 for it is in the Hebrew Text, 
and he was Prieſt, Allo the old Latine In- 
terpreter, and the Greek Scptuagint tran- 


tlate it as we do, viz. and he was Prielt, And 
it 
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is very probable that this paſſage hath 
been corrupted - in Feroms Latine Iran- 
ſation, becauſe in his Hebrew Queſtions, 


and in his Epiſtle to Evagrizs , he tran-- 
ſatcs it, and he was Prieſt. St, Cyprian in his 


Epiſtle to Cecilins. and St. Auguſtin, Book 
4. of Chriſtian Dofrine, chap. 21. and clſc- 
where, tranſlate it, and hz? was Pri:ft. $0 
that althongh the Hebrew particle uſed by 


Mſ-s, do {omctimcs ſignitie, for, yet fee- 


ing that both its proper and common 
lpnitication is aud 3 and that for one place 
where it fignities for, there are a thou- 
land at Jeati where it ſignifies and3 and 
that there .i5 nothing that obligeth us tc 
tranſlate it for, it is evident that the Ar- 
gument of our Adverſarics is of no force 
at all, Therefore it is more pcrtinent to 
refer theſe words ,, and h: was Prieſt, to 
what follows, iz. and bleſſed him, then to 
what goes bcfore, 712. brought Bread and 
Wine, For as Melchiſedec, being a libcral 


King, brought Bread and Wine to Abra- - 


bam , to refreſh him and his people 3 ſo, 
as he was a Prick much more exccllent 


than Abraham, he blcſſcd him. And though ' 


t Hhov1d be tranflatcd for he was Prieſt, yet 
It would not follow that M-lchiſedec did 


» 
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(rice Bread and Wine unto God > for: 
H. 
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it might be ſaid that Moſes would ſhaw: 
the rcaſon of the good will of Melchiſcde 
toward Avraham, viz. it was Very fit that 
Ite that was Prieſt of the_moſt high God, 
{ſhould tcſtity his kindneſs to ſo cminent a 
{crvant of God as was Abraham, by pre-. 
ienting Bread and Wine to him, whercof. 
he thought there was nced. 

26, Sixthly, I anſwer, That from what 
1s ſaid, Pſal. 110. and Heb. 7. viz. that 
Teſus Chriſt isa Prieſt for ever, it willnot 
tollow that he muſt offer hiniſelf every day 


inthe Maſs, under the {pccies of Breadand, 
Wine.by the Miniſtry of Priclts;for the Apc-. 


itle writing to the Hebrews, placeth the per-- 


petuity of the Pricſihood partly in this, 12.. 


that there is nonced he ſhould be offered any 
morc.{ceing by one oblation he hath conſc- 
crated for. ever thoſe that are ſapCtificd 3 and. 


partly in this, iz. that bcing_ exaltcd far. 


above. the Heavens, he intcrcedes continual- 


ly for us; for the Pricſthood conlifts in cer-- 


tain functions, and in the virtue and cfthca- 
cy of them. And ſceing there are two parts 
of Chriſt's Prieſthood, whereot one relatcs 
10 theoblation of himſelf, which he oficr- 
ed on the Croſs; and the other to his intcr- 
lion 3 it is.certain that the virtue and ct- 


ticacy of the oblation is eternal, and that. 


the 
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the interceſſion will continue unto the end. 
of the World, _ .. 
- 27, Seventhly , I anſwer, - That in all 
the Holy Scripture where the Prieſthood” 
of Melchiſedec 1s ſpoken of, three things on- 
are mentioned of him, viz. that he was a: 
Prieſt, that he was a-Prieſt for ever, and' 
that he was ſo with an'oath, according to" .. 
the application that is made of it to Jcſus 
Chriſt in Pſ21,/ 110, and Heb. 7. in theſe 
words, The Lord hath ſworn and will not repent, 
th art a Prieſt for ever, after the order of Mel- * 
hiſedec, but there is nothing at all ſpoken or 


_— —————— 
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the Sacritice of - Melchiſedee , nor 1s 1t ſaid” 


wherein it did coniiſt : for as it was fit that *© 
al the offices which'we tind, were born by ' 
the greateſt Kings, Prieſts , and Prophets * 


under the old Tettament, ſhould be colle&- © - 


ain the perſorrof the Mefſiahz which was ' 
done by propoſing them as Typcs and Fi- - 


pres of Jeſus Chriſt and that-the moRt iI- © | 


lurious Type was Melchiſedec 3 ſo it- was * 
more expedient not to ſpeak of the nature of - - 
the Sacritice of Melchiſedec, becauſe it was - 
nt expedient than to ſpeak -of the nature 
& the Sacritice of the Meſſiah. And there- - 
fore although we know not” the nature and * 
Qulity of the Sacrifice of Melchiſedec, yet * 
We know that he was a Pricſi ; Evenas we : 
H-2 know - 


| 
| 
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know not in what manner he cxecutcd his: 


Kingly office. 

26, Laltly, Tanſwer, that it is falſe that 
the difference. betwcen the Prieſthood of 
M:Ichifedec and that of Aaron did conliti in 
this, 7iz, that Aaron offcred theÞloudy ſa- 


crihices of Beaſts, and Me«chifedec offercd an: 


unbloudy Sacritice of Bread and Wine. It 
is alſo falſe that the likencſs of the Pricſt- 
hood of Mel:hiſedec. to that of Jcſus Chriſt 


doth confitt in this, viz. that as Melchiſce. 


dec did ſacrifice Bread and Wine, fo Chriſt 
did facrihce his Body and Bloud under the 


{pccics of Bread and - Wine: theſe are huy- 
manc inventions, and are founded neither. 


on Scripture nor Reaſon, for on the contra- 


ry, the Apolile writing to the Hebrews, pla-- 


_ ceth the diftcrence between the Prieſthood 
of Melchiſedec and: that of Aaron , and its 
I kcncfs to. that of Chrift. is quite, another 
thing, Firſt, He is called Melchiſedec, which 


© being intcxypreted (as the. Apolile ſaith, Heb. 


7.) is King of Rightcouſnels 3 , and then 
King of Salem. thatis, King of Pcace 3 and 


hcrein he very, well repreſents our Lord Jc-- 
ſus Chriſt, who is truly King of Rightcoul-- 


nels, not only. becauſe he is Righteous, and 


was always without lin 3 but alſo becauſe by: 
his ſatisfaction he hath purchaſed Righteoul- | 


nts 
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nels for us, being made unto us of God, Righ- 
zouſneſs, . He is alſo truly King of Peace, in 
that he hath reconciled men unto God, made 
their peace with-the Angels,and hath parti- 
cularly recommended peace to them. As for 
4aron and other High Prietts, they were no 
Kings, much. leſs are the. Prielts of the Ro- 
wh Church fo, and conſequently cannot be 
iftcr the Order of Melchiſedec, and they that 
have written the lives of the Popes have ſut- 
fciently declared what Righteouſneſs and 
Peace they have procured for .the true and 
ithſul ſervants of Jeſus Chriſt, as I ſhall 
hiew at large elſewhere. Secondly , The 
Apoſtle, Heb. 7. repreſents Melchiſedec to us 
34 man-come trom Heaven, without Father, 
rithout Mother, without deſcent, having nei- 
thr beginning of days, nor end of Life : not 
that he was really ſuch a one, but becaufe 
Miſes hath wholly concealed from us his 
Father, Mother, Deſcent, Birth, and Death, 


What he might be the Type of Chriſt, who 


was without Father, as he is Man 3 without: 
Mother , as God 3 without Deſcent, both 
% God and as Man 3 having ncither begin- 
ling of days as .God, nor end of Lite, as 
God.or as Man, But the Fathers, Deſcent, 


birth, and Death of Aaron,and other High 
 WPricts are exactly deſcribed by. Moſes. And 
there. 


4.6 The Funeral of the Maſs, 
_ there 'were never: any Popes, Bifhops, or 
Prictts , whoſe Parents, Birth, and Death, 
were not known, and. con{cquently they 
cannot be after the Order of Melchiſedec, 
Thirdly, The Apoſile adds, that Melchiſc- 
dec being made like unto the Son of God, abi- 
deth a Prieſt for ever ; becauſe Moſes makes 
no mention of his death, nor of any- one 
that ſucceeded him in kis- Prieftly Office; 


that ſo he might be the Type of- Jcſus: 
Chriſt , who never left his-Priclily Office, 


but will exerciſe it until the cnd of the 
World, always interceding for thoſe that are 
1s, by preſenting his Sacrihce to God the 
Father continually. As for Aaron and other. 
Prieſts, they are: dead; and have had ſuc-- 
ceſſors. And the Popes.Biſhops, and Priclis, 
dic daily, and have ſucceſſors; and conle- 
quently are not after the Order "of Melchi- 
ſedec, Fourthly, The Apollle faith: Iike-- 
wiſe, that Melchiſedee took Tithes: of Abra- 
ham; and adds that Melchiſedeck, bleſſed 
him that had the Promiſes, viz. Abraham, 
and that the leſs is blefſed of the greatcr. 


Whence it appears that Melchiſedec having 
taken Tithes of Abraham, and bleſſed him - 


and Levi, and all the Pricſis in his perſon, 
was more excellent than Abraham , Le, 


and all the Prieſts. In which reſpect he was? * 


Type 
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Type of Jeſus Chriſt , who was infinitely 
more cxccllent than Abraham and all his ſuc- - 
cſors, becauſe he in whom all the promi-- 
{cs were fulfilled, muſt needs be incompara- 
bly more excellent than he that received 
them only. But 1 do not believe that the 


Prictis of the Rowiſh. Church are ſo.bold as- 


to preter themſelves before Abraham, the 
Fathcr of the Faithful, in whoſe Seed all 
the Nations of the Earth are blefſca; and con- 
ſcquently are not after the Order of Melchiſe- 
gc, Fitthly, The Apotile never ſpake of -the- 
Sacrifice of Melchiſedec , ſo far was he from 
comparing it with the Sacrifice of Jefus 
Chrilt.as being like it, or with that of Aaron, 
as being unlike it 3 ſo that all that our Ad- 
verfarics ſay of it, is nothing elſe but meer - 
humane invention. | 

29, I conclude wy anſwer with this Argu-= 
mcnt, Jcſus Chritt hath offered no Sacrihce 
but aftcr the Order whereof he was cltabli- 
ſhed a Prieſt. But he was cftabliſhed a Pricli 
altcr the Ordcr of Melchiſedec only. as the. 
Apoltle obſerves. - Therefore he hath of-- 
cred no Sacrifice but after the Order of 
Melcyiſedee : But (according to the Romiſh 
Doctors ) there is no other Sacriticee after 
the Order of Melchiſedec,but that of the Maſs: 
Therctore/ according to the Romiſh Doors). 
ls Chriſt hath offercd no other — 

ut 
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but that of the Maſs. And ſeeing (accor- 
ding to them) the Sacrihice of the Mals is 
an unbloudy Sacritice, it tellows that Jcſus 
Chritt hath oitercd no other Sacritice, but an 
unbloudy Sacrince 3 and conſcqucntly he 
hath not oftercd a bloudy Sacrifice on the 
Croſs, which is blaſphemy. 


THE END. 


